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ARTICLE XXVIL. 


4 Continuation of the Hiftory of the Life and 
Reign of Davin, King of Ifrael, &e. 


E have carried on our Extracts from the 

Life of David to the feventeenth Chap- 
ter, where we now begin the prefent 
Article. In this Chapter our learned 
Author gives an Account of Samuel's 
Death and Charaéter. He fpeaks afterwards of 
David's fojourning in the Wildernefs of Paran, and 
is led by this laft Incident to a Differtation, wherein 
he endeavours to prove, “© That Orpheus in Thrace 
‘© was no other than David in Paran.” His Cha- 
racter of Samuel is a kind of Profe-Elegiac-Ode, 
(I know not what elfe to call it,) moft pathetically 
fetting forth the Praifes and the Felicities of that re- 
howned Magittrate. 
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“ DEVOTED to Gop from the Womb, and wor- 
thy to be fo! Early dedicated to the Divinity, 
and hallowed by his Influence! Defcended from 
Prophets, himfelf a greater ! 

‘© Tue Service of his Gop made the early Bufi- 
nefs of his Life; nor ever interrupted by any 
Thing, but the Service of his Country. 

«© No Man, in his Senfes, in the Vigour of Life, 
and in the Age of Ambition and Avarice, forced 
by no Danger, urged by no Guilt, and preffed 
by no Infirmity of Mind or Body, ever yet, vo- 
luntarily, and of his own Choice, refigned the 
Supreme Power, fecluded his Sons from the Suc- 
ceffion, and eleéted two Strangers to it, in Suc- 
ceffion, neither of whom he had ever feen be- 
fore. 

“ Now Samuel did all this; and therefore, when 
the Scriptures afflure me he did it by the Divine 
Command, I cannot help believing them: The 
Narration carries its own trrefiftable Evidence 
along with it. 

“© Happy Samuel! exalted to fupreme Power, 
without Ambition ; exerting it without Oppref- 
fion or Avarice, and refigning it without Reluét- 
ance ! 

‘© RETIRING (rare Felicity !) with undiminifh’d 
Dignity, or, to ipeak more juftly, with added 
Honour, from the concurrent and univerfal Tefti- 
mony of his Country to his Equity and Incor- 
ruption! Oh! would Princes fo ufe their Power, 
or fo refign it! 

“© ILLusTRIOUS in the Splendor of a Throne, 
and yet more fo in the Shade of a Cell; fo far 
from envying his Succeffor to the Supreme Power, 
that he pitied and prayed for him. He had 
raifed him by the Divine Favour, but could not 
reftore him, 


is I? 
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‘s Ir were hard to determine which was hap- 
“¢ pieft, his Life or his Death. He lived to the 
‘ nobleft Purpofes, the Glory of Gop, and the 
¢ Good of his Country ; and he died full of Years 
‘¢ and Honours, univerfally lamented and defired. 

‘© Sucu was Samuel: Such always were, and 
‘© fuch always will be, in a good Meafure, all thofe 
‘ whofe Beginnings are laid in true Religion, whofe 
«s Duty is their Delight, and their Gop their 
«s Glory.” 

The Burial of Men of Eminence, among the 
Fews was, as our Author notes, a Solemnity of 
fome Continuance. And as all Ranks of People 
crouded to this Solemnity from all Parts, David 
found this a fit Opportunity to fhift his Scene, and 
to pafs lefs noticed into the Wildernefs of Paran, to 
the South of Fudea, and to the Confines of Arabia. 

David's Situation here was for the prefent very 
difagreeable to him. He loved Peace, and Order, 
and Difcipline ; which ill fuited the reftlefs and 
turbulent Spirits of the 4rabs: And yet (fo our fa- 
gacious Author will have it) his fojourning there, 
ferved, in Effect, but the better to prepare and fit 
him for his Conquefts over the Edomites; which 
opened his Way to the Red-Sea, and, in confequence, 
to that Traffic, which, in the next Reign, fo re- 
markably enriched and aggrandifed his Kingdom. 

But as the fterile Wildernefs of Paran was, in 
-fome Senfe, a Source of Riches to the Hebrew Em- 
pire, fo has our Author’s Imagination derived 
thence fome curious Fruit, for the Gratification of 
his Readers: Such is the Conjecture, which he 
with fo much Modefty propofes, of Orpneus in 
TuHrace being no other than Davip in Paran. 

And here he begs only to premife, and to fubmit 
one eafy Cafe to the candid Reader’s Confideration ; 
and that is, ** Whether, if he faw two hiftorical 
‘* Pictures, (the only — of the Kind extant in 
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the World) al] whofe Out-Lines, Parts, Propor- 
tions, principal Figures, Actions, and Attitudes, 
were exactly the fame, but the Colouring and 
other Circumftantials different, and one of thefe 
‘« confeffedly ancient, and a true Original, and the 
«© other demonftrably later, but the Date and the 
Author uncertain; whether he would not con- 
clude the latter (whatever its Owners may pre- 
tend) to be in Truth no other than a Copy, in- 
duftrioufly varied from the great, authentic, un- 
doubted Original? 

« Flow far this may be the Cafe between this 
Part of David’s Hiftory and the Fable of Oy- 
pheus, the Reader will judge for himfelf. 

‘© In the firft Place then, “ri/totle, the moft ex- 
at Inquirer of all Antiquity, is of Opinion, that 
there never was fuch a Man as Orpheus; confe- 
<¢ quently, Orpheus is fome other Man charaéte- 
rifed under that Name. 

«¢ Voffius 1s of the fame Opinion with Arifotle, 
and fays, that the Name is Phenician, and fig- 
nifies, in that Language, a wife and learned 
Man. Let us then enquire who this real Perfon 
was, who was thus charactered under the Name 
of Orpheus. 

‘¢ Tue Accounts of ai} Antiquity agree in this, 
that he was the moft eminent for his Skill and 
Maftery on the Harp, of any Man that ever 
lived: It is allowed, that David was that Man. 
‘¢ Photius tells us, he was a King (of the Mz- 
cedonians and Odryfians, near the River He- 
brus in Thrace). David is (at leaft as far as I 
know) the only King of all Antiquity, famous 
for his Skill on the Harp. 

¢¢ ‘['u1£ common Opinion is, that he was a Thra- 
cian. Paufanias fays, in one Place, that the an- 
cient Greek Pictures drew him in a Grecian Drefs, 
«s and that he had nothing Zhracian about him; 
66 in 
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in another, that an Egyptian, whofe Name he 
does not mention, infifted upon his being an 
Egyptian. 

‘© Philoftratus fays, that the Bzbylonians highly 
honoured him; not on Account of his Mufic, 
but becaufe they found him dreffed with a Tiara. 
And Gronovius, in his Roma-Subterranea, finds 
fome very ancient Medals, in which he is repre- 
fented with a Yiava upon his Head. This plain- 
ly thews him an Afatic Prince. 

«© Now the Word Tiara is of Hebrew Original, 
and fignifies a Crown, fuch as David took from 
the King of Ammons Head, and put upon his 
own (2 Sam. xil. 30.) Whom then can fuch a 
Figure fo properly reprefent, as King David 
] own, [ know not whom elfe it can reprefent ; 
efpecially if we confider the Defcription Calli/- 
tratus gives us of the Statue of Orpleus, erected 
at Helicon, near thofe of the Mufes. This, he 
fays, reprefents him of a moft beautiful Perfon, 
with fine flowing Hair, and fparkling Eyes; a 


+ Lyre in his Hand, and a Tiara on his Head ; 


all forts of Birds and mountainous wild Beafts 
about him, and all Fifhes of the Sea, all fofiea’d 
and attentive to his Mufic. The very Rocks 
(fays he) feemed {mitten with his Harmony ; 
the Rivers running from the Fountains, and the 
Waves of the Sea lifting themfelves up with the 
Love of his Mufic; and, laftly, all che Plants 
of the Earth haftening to him from their feveral 
Nurferies. 
ss T sHaLv not trouble the Reader with an Ap- 
plication of this Defcription to the fevera] Cir- 
cumftances of David’s Perfon and Character, 
The Relation is fufficiently obvious; and there- 
fore I fhall only add, that whoever reads the 
Pfalms of David, and fees there the whole Crea. 
tion particularly fummoned in, to fill up the 
Y 3 Chorus 
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ss Chorus of the Divine Praife, will find this Statue 
«s a fine Emblem of him and them. 

‘¢ Davip was the {weet Singer of //rae. If we 
«* derive Orpheus from the Greek, it 1s a Compofi- 
¢* tion of two Words, which fignify a fine or /weet 
“ Voice. 
“ Tue Name of David’s Wife, Michal, or 
Michol, in Hebrew, is powerful; Eurydice, in 
“¢ Greek, of extenfive Right or Furifdittion. 
<¢ Davip was the firft of all chat were properly 
and profefiedly Poets, Famblicus calls Orpheus the 
oldeft of Poets (in Vit. Pythag.): And Plutarch 
(de Mufica) tells us, that Terpander, who fettled 
the Laws of the Lyric Poetry, imitated Orpheus, 
but Orpheus no body. 
<< Davip was a Prophet, fo was Orpheus. 
‘© Davip endeavoured to reclaim the Arabs, 
Worfhippers of Bacchus. 
«© OrpuHeus the Bacchanal-Thracians. 
«<< Davip had reclaimed Defarts, (the Tradition 
of the Arabs is, that Stones and Birds were obe- 
dient to him); but he could not reclaim the 
<° Arabs. 
«“ Orpnueus made the Rocks, Woods, Beafts, 
and Birds to follow him, and ftopped the Courfe 
of Waters ; but could not civilize the Thracians. 
«© Davin, the great Teacher of the Divine Will, 
<< endeavoured to convert the Arabs living in De- 
<* farts, and reported by Travellers to be very un- 
«* cleanly in their Eating, from Rapine and Mur- 
der, to the Arts of Peace. 


Sylvefires homines facer interpre[que deorums, 
Cedibus &F fedo vittu deterruit Orpheus.® 


Orpheus, the facred Prophet of the Gods, 
From Slaughter and from filthy Food deter’d 
The Wood-men wild ——~ 
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«© Davip’s Wife was ravifh’d from him, and 
<¢ taken down to Lai/h, near Acheron. 

‘© OrpHEUs’s Wife was ravifh’d from him, and 
‘¢ carried downto Hell; that is, in the Style of the 
‘¢ Poets, fhe was carried to the Region of Acheron. 

‘© OrpPHEUS inceflantly lamented his Wife in the 
«“ Woods and Caves. Can we doubt whether 
‘© David lamented his? A Princefs that ‘married 
«¢ him for Love, and faved his Liie, apparently ac 
‘ the Hazard of her own. 

“The fifty-fixth P/a/m is fet to the Tune or 
‘© Meafure of a Song called Fonah elem Rechokim ; 
‘6 i.e. 4 Dove in the remote Woods. —— Surely, it 
“¢ is no forced Conjecture to fuppofe, that this was 
‘¢ fome Song of David's, now defolated, and la- 
‘© menting the Lofs of his Wife, in the Defarts of 
“ Paran. 

‘© The Way into Pluto’s Kingdom, Virgil tells 
“us, was through a dark Cave, furrounded and 
‘¢ guarded by the Lake Avernus, and thick black 
“© Woods.—— Whoever knows any Thing of the 
“© Lake A/phaltites, will find this to be an exact 
‘© Defcription of ic in all the Circumftances This 
‘© Lake was the Boundary of Sau/’s Kingdom for a 
‘¢ confiderable Length 5 it was pitchy, black, foetid, 
‘“* averte to Life, and Part of it on Fire for many 
Ages after the Invention of this Fable. May noe 
** this Lake then be Styx, Acheron, Avernus, and 
“6 Phlegetbon, allin one? And the fcorched and 
‘© withered Region round it, (ftill retaining the 
“© Marks of Sodom’s Deftruction) literally the La- 
© gentes Campi, Or Lamentable Region ? Conti- 
** guous to which is another Region, of a contrary 
“© Character, delightful, abounding with pleafane 
‘© Groves, filled with Nightingales, and anfwering 
*¢ the Defcription of the Eiy/an- Fields. 

“¢ Arifieus, who carried off Eurydice, has his 
“© Name from as, or rather dpisos, the Nobility, 

74 “« Phalii, 
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Phalti, to whom Michal was given by Saul, we 
may well prefume was of that Order: It is fub- 
mitted to the Learned in the Hebyew, whether 
Phaitiel may not fignify as much. 

“© Orpheus was fkiltul tn Magic, found out the 
Way of initiating into the Sacred Myfteries, ex- 
piating Crimes, curing Difeafes, and apneafing 
the Wrath of the Gods. The whole GEconomy 
of the Temple-Service was fettled and regulated 
by David; his Prayers ftopped the Plague, 
and appeafed the Divine Wrath; and his Mufic 
over-power'd the evil Spirit that poffefled Sau/. 
‘© Orpheus offended the Thracian Women, by 
carrying their Hufbands up and down after him, 
David’s Men attended him in all his Wander- 
ings, and, for the moft part, without their Wives, 
until their Settlement in Gath , which, probably, 
their Wives did not like. Nor is there any 
Doubt that they were all highly offended with 
him when they were made Captives by the Ame- 
Jekites, in the Abfence of their Hufbands, who 
were then with David. 

“© Orpheus is allowed to have excelled all other 
Poets in Sacred and Religious Hymns, That 
Excellence will not, I believe, be denied to Da- 
vid. 

“ Orpheus firft taught the Rites of Bacchus; was 
an excellent Dancer, and made Dancing a necef- 
fary Rite of Initiation, and an eftablifhed Cere- 
monial in the Feaft of the Gods. David’s dancing 
at the great Feaft of removing the Ark, and 
afterwards feafting the People, both Men and 
Women, with each a Piece of Flefh, and a Flag- 
gon of Wine, is well known. And as Dancing, 
and Drinking Wine,. were principal Parts of the 
Orgia of Bacchus, this might naturally give Rife 
to the Story of Orpheus’s introducing the Rites 
of Bacchus among his Countrymen. 

«© Orphews 
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“ Orpheus fottned the infernal King with his Mu- 
fic, and he let him have his Wife. David foft- 
ned King Saul. (Nowthe Words denoting King 
Saul, in Hebrew, are radically the fame, when 
pointed, with thofe fignifying the infernal King :) 
He detained David’s Wife from him; at laft 
gave her to him. 

‘© Pluto gave Orpheus his Wife on certain Con- 
ditions, and took her back again. Saul give 
David his Wife on certain Conditions, and took 
her back. 

‘s PLuto is charactered fad, relentlefs, unmer- 
ciful, inexorable; and is defcribed holding a 
Sceptre, with which he drives the Dead to Hell; 
His Attendants, Cerberus and the Furies. Is 
this any more than a poetic Defcription of a me- 
lancholy, furious, outrageous, and implacable 
Prince, as Sau/ was? who had his Minifters of 
Vengeance always about him; and delighted to fit 
with a Spear (that is his Sceptre) in his Hand, 
ready to deftroy, and to dart it where his Rage 
directed. 

The only Objection to all this pretty Conjecture 
is, *¢ That Orpheus was, as is commonly believed, 
“ of Thrace, and David of Paleftine”? But even 
this, our moft ingenious Author thinks, will be re- 
moved, if we admit a Suppofition of the learned 
Huetius, which is, that the People of Paleftine are 
called in Heérew by a Name confifting of thofe 
Radicals which by an eafy Tranfpofition form the 
Word fignifying Thracians. Notto infift, as he adds, 
that the Wilds of Thrace were, indeed, a ftrange Place 
from whence to bring the Father and Founder of the 
Grecian Mufic ; which, with infinitely better Reafon 
and Judgment, may be derived from Paleffine, and 
from the Age and Aétions of David. Wenow re- 
turn to David's Hiftory. 
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In the eighteenth Chapter we have a very remark- 
able Incident of it recounted at large; where Mr, 
Bayle’s Cenfure of David’s Conduct therein is alfo 
confidered. This Incident is David’sAdventure with 
Nabal. The Story of which 1s told in the twenty-fifth 
Chapter of the Firft Book of Samuel, as well as in the 
Work before us; only it is there related with a 
Simplicity proper to a divinely infpired Book, and 
not wigh fuch Embellifhments as our Author has 
beftowed on it: However, I have nothing to do 
with either, any further than as fome Circumftances 
of the Cafe may be neceffary to introduce our Au- 
thor’s Reflections thereon. 

Nabal was a Citizen of Maon, in the Neigh- 
bourhood of Param, He was very wealthy in Cattle, 
and happened to have a Sheep-fheering while 
David was in thofe Parts. David hearing of 
this, fent Ten of his Servants with a very kind Sa- 
lutation *, and a Requeft, agreeable to the Simpli- 
city and Hofpitality of that Age, that he would 
fend him and his Men fome Refrefhment. 

Nadal, it is plain, was a morofe and churlifh old 
Fellow ; one, our Author fays, who knew no End 
of the Abundance with which God blefled him, 
beyond Satiety and Surfeit. Being a Perfon of this 
Difpofition, we are not to wonder if David's kind 
Meffage was not very kindly taken by him, and 
that ‘* he returned an Anfwer agreeable to his Cha- 
ss ra€ter, rude and fullen, and very natural to that 
‘6 Infolence which Wealth is too apt to diétate to 
«© undifciplined Spirits.” 


* It might be a civil, a very civil, or a re/pe&ful Salutation, 
but a did one it could not be, while it carried in it not the leaft 
Indication of any kind Affection or Intention. But I fuppofe the 
Matter lies here: David had a juft Demand on Nabal for pro- 
teting his Flocks and Shepherds; and it was kind of him to 
afk in fo obliging a Manner, for what he might have required, 
or taken, without any previous Meflage or Ceremony. 


Indeed, 
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Indeed, to be impartial, fuch a Salutation as this 
of David’s Envoys, and at fuch a Juncture, might 
have ftartled, and ruffled the Temper of a much 
politer and better-natured Man than Nadal is re- 
prefented. He had, to be fure, a great many Ser- 
vants, had probably invited other Guefts, and had 
made an ample Provifion for their Entertainment ; 
and juft as he was about to enjoy the Fruit of his 
Preparations, expecting no Interruption or Diftur- 
bance, he is accofted with a Demand, that, to be 
decently gratified, muft have confiderably leffened 
the Furniture of his Table, if not utterly exhaufted 
it. For the ten young Gentlemen, who came of 
David's Errand, were not only to be fupplied them- 
felves, but were to carry away as much as they 
could bear for their Mafter, and no body knows 
how many more of their Companions. David had 
fome Hundreds with him, and what Number of 
thefe were to be regal’d with Nadal’s Bounty, it is 
impoffible for us to determine; only, as we can 
hardly fuppofe that all were, fo we have Reafon to 
think that not a few of them were defigned to par- 
ticipate of it, 

Now, in fuch a Cafe, inftead of regarding Na- 
bal’s Conduct and Anfwer to the ten Deputies, (for 
I will not prefume to call them fturdy Beggars) as 
intollerably provoking, I am furprized that his 
Language and Behaviour, on fuch an Occafion, 
were not much rougher than we find them ; and I 
am apt to think, with all Submiffion to our great 
Author, that his Carriage in this Incident, tho’ far 
from commendable, appears lefsculpablethan Davia’s, 
when we look upon the whole of both together. Grant 
that David’s Requeit was couch’d in the genteeleft 
Terms imaginable, and that Nabal’s Denial was, 
in the Manner of it, as brutifh ; yet, where is the 
Merit of afking a Favour refpeétfully ? Or where ig 
the Crime of refufing to grant what a Man thinks 
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the Petitioner has no Right to? But fuppofing an 
equitable Obligation to give; will a Refufal, founded 
on Ignorance of fuch Obligation, or even I]l-nature, 
juftity Violence, or warrant the Deftruétion of the Of- 
fender and his whole Houfhold? So horrid a Refolu- 
tion is unfpeakably fhocking, and will bear no Com- 
parifon with Nabail’s Rufticity or Ill-nature. Yet fuch 
was David's. And tho’ it was never executed, the 
Prevention feems not owing to any innate Clemency 
of Nature, to any Reflection rifing in his own 
Breaft on the Cruelty and Injuftice of what he was 
about to perpetrate ; but to the providential Inter- 
pofition of a beautiful, difcreet, and eloquent Wo- 
man, furnifhed over and above with the powerful 
Rhetoric of a large Prefent. Satisfied with this, 
and foftned by her charming Addrefs, he indeed re- 
Jents, and breaks out into this pious Exclamation : 
Bleffed be the Lord God of Mfrael, which fent thee this 
Day to meet me: And bleffed be thy Advice, and bleffed 
be thou, which haft kept me this Day from coming to 
‘foed Blood, and from avenging myfelf with mine 
own Hand. for in very Deed, as the Lord God of 
Mfrael fiveth, which hath kept me back from hurting 
thee, except thou hadft hafted and come to meet me, 
furely there had not been left unto Nabal, by the 
Morning Light, any that piffeth againft the Wall. 
Our Author’s Reflection on this execrable Pur- 
pofe of Davia’s, and the Satisfaction he exprefles 
on its Prevention, are worthy of our Notice. He 
obferves, 
‘© The fineft Spirits are fooneft kindled into a 
«© Flame; and to fee them quickly cooled and 
<¢ calmed again upon the firft Shew of Submiffion, 
«> by the firft Gleam of Conviction, and raging 
6 Wrath changed in one Inftant into flowing Hu- 
¢ manity and Benignity, is the fureft Teft of Ge- 
¢ nerofity and Magnanimity !” - 
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The Magnanimity and Coolnefs of David's Spi- 
rit may be feen at once in this, that when Nadai’s 
rough An{fwer was reported to him, ‘* his Indig- 
«s nation rofe to a high Degree ;_ but without break~- 
«¢ ing out into any other Words, than a fhort 
« Command to four hundred of his Followers to 
«¢ gird on their Swords and attend him.’ Where 
now can we find a like Inftance of Dominion over 
the Paffions? For a Man to be denied what he 
afk’d, and what he had fome Right to, and this in 
fawcy Language; and under all this Provocation, 
only to bid four hundred of his Forces to arm 
themfelves for a March, in order to. deftroy the in- 
folent Refufer and his whole Family, —— it is really 
wonderful ! 

Indeed, as David is not to be fuppofed abfolutely 
perfect in every Circumftance, fo our Author fays 
it muft be owned, ‘* that this Refolution of his is 
‘© not eafily acquitted of Rafhnefs and Cruelty, 
‘¢ Hlowever (he adds) a good deal may be faid to 
«¢ alleviate, if not to remove the Guilt of it.” This 
good deal is, That he was without Money, — could 
not always fubfift by the Spoils of his Enemies, — 
was precluded by Sau/’s Tyranny from fubfifting 
in the ordinary Ways of other Subjects, —- and his 
diftinguifhed Merits towards his Country well in- 
titled him to a Support from thence, ~—---And be- 
fides all this, his particular Benefactions to Nabal 
gave him a peculiar Claim to his Benevolence; fcr 
he had not only not injured him in his Flocks and 
Herds, but had protected and defended his Poffef- 
fions; and this, not without much Care, and the 
Hazard of his and his People’s Lives. ‘* And had 
“© David, after all, no Right to any Part of all 
‘s that he had thus preferved, or any Reward of 
“© any kind? Were Mr. Bayle now alive, I will 
“© prefume to fay, he would {carce venture to ex- 
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«© pofe his Ignorance fo far as to anfwer this Quef- 
‘¢ tion in the Negative.” 

Upon this Prefumption, our judicious Author 
ventures to afk another Queftion: What was David 
to do in this Exigency? <¢ If he fuffered this rude 
«© Refufal, and grofs Abufe, to go unchaftifed, :he 
«* muft of Neceffity fall into Contempt; and to be 
*s defpifed, in his Circumftances, was to be un- 
«© done all at once. To be refufed was Injury 
“< enough. He hada Right to be relieved ; and 
‘© every Man, in infuperable Neceffity, hath fo, at 
«¢ Jeaft every honeft Man; and if he cannot obtain 
this by fair Means, he hath a Right to ufe Force. 
ne For Nadal therefore not only to refufe, 
«¢ but to add Reproach to the Refufal, Reproach 
‘© at once fo contemptuous and fo injurious, in- 
*¢ flamed the Indignity to the higheft Degree. Fu- 
gitive and Slave are Imputations of fuch united 
<¢ Contempt and Contumely; and when retorted, 
«¢ by Ingratitude, upon a Guardian and Benefactor, 
*s are Provocations paft bearing. —— Add to all 
«¢ this, thatNVabal wasone of thofe Ziphites that had 
before betrayed David to Saul. In a word, 
«¢ the Refolution againft Nabal was the Refolution 
*¢ of a Mortal, not to fay a military Man, too 
‘© much injured and provoked, and urged by Ne- 
‘s ceffity and Self-Prefervation. The Change and 
“« the Thankfgiving, upon being averted from 
«¢ Evil, were the Sentiments of a Hero and a 
¢¢ Saint.” 

Thefe are the moft remarkable Paffages of our 
Author’s Account of this Tranfaction between Da- 
vid and Nabal. I meddle not with what follows 
in this Chapter concerning 4bigail’s relating to her 
Hufband what had paffed between her and the in- 
cenled Hero, Nabal’s Death a few Days after, 
David's devout Refleétion thereon, with his Court- 
fhip and Marriage of the Widow ; becaufe in = 
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this there is nothing extraordinary to ftrike the 
Reader. 

In the nineteenth Chapter we have the Narrative 
of David’s going into Sau/’s Camp in the Dead of 
the Night with one Companion; and the Confe- 
quences of that Adventure, 

At the Entrance of this Chapter our Author 
notes, that it fhould feem from the preceding Ac- 
counts of David’s fojourning among the Arabs, and 
marrying two Wives, fince his laft Reconcilement 
with Saul, that there had now been a confiderable 
Intermiffion of his Perfecution: ** And therefore it 
“¢ is feemingly Matter of fome Wonder, to fee 
<¢ Commentators and Chronologers croud all thefe 
‘© Tranfactions, and more, into the Compafs of one 
«© Year.” But, fays he, for my own Part, * fince 
s¢ my better Acquaintance with thefe Authors, I 
have learned to be lefs furprifed at any Inftance 
of their Inaccuracy or Incogitancy. They are 
<< Men (a very few excepted) who tranfcribe with 
‘© great Accuracy, and tread with great Exaétnefs 
«© in the Tracks of their Predeceffors: But as for 
clearing Difficulties, throwing Light upon Ob- 
{curities, or placing Events in their natural Or- 
der and Diftance, from the Force of Genius and 
Penetration, or intenfe Thinking ; he that expetts 
to find much of that amongft them, will find 
‘© himfelf much difappointed.” 

How far our Author has reéctified the Chronolo- 
gical Miftakes he here complains of, in his Rela- 
tion of the Affair above-mentioned, I cannot be 
certain ; for he expreffes himfelf very indeterminately 
about it. I will take no farther Notice of this 
Chapter, or the next, in which he confutes and cafts 
down in their full Strength (to ufe his own Words) 
fome Objections that Mr, Bay/e, and other fafhionable 
Writers, have made to this Part of the SacredHiftory. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Bayle is ailow’d by him to have been a Man 
of Learning and Parts; but he was, he fays, at 
the fame Time, ‘+ a great Broacher of Paradoxes, 
«¢ an induftrious Diilcnter from Men of Learning, 
‘© and a known Patron of all the Errors that ever 
‘ obtained in the World from its Foundation ; a 
«© Defender even of contrary and contradictory Er- 
‘s rors”? And for what he has faid to perplex 
this Portion of Holy Writ, ** If his Admirers can 
‘© find any Complacence either in the Clearnefs of 
‘ his Reafoning, or in the Candour and Ingenuity 
‘ that conduét it, our Author will venture to 
‘ fay, their Enemies have nothire worfle to with 
“ them.” 

In the twenty-firft Chapter we fee David flying 
10 Achifh King of Gath ; and from thence remo- 
ving to Ziklag. Mr. Bayle’s Cenfure of his Con- 
duét there is examined. 

There are in this Chapter, as indeed there are in 
all che Parts of this Work, a great many pious 
Reflections on every Step of David’s. This of 
having Recourfe to a foreign heathen Prince, under 
a feeming Diftruft of Providence, without confult- 
ing God, either by his Prieft, or by his Propher, 
before he fixed upon it, has been univerfally cen- 
fured by the Commentators, and our Author con- 
curs with them in blaming him on this Account, 
and in afcribing this Refolution of his Hero toWant 
of Grace, and a proper Confidence in the Protec- 
tion of that God who had fo often and fo fignally 
delivered him in the greateft Exigencies. ‘o/ephus 
tells us, that he adviied with his Friends on this 
Occafion; but no Writer informs us, that he ad- 
vifed with God. Our Author is afraid, this is coo 
often the Cafe of the beft Men, to advife with their 
Friends, and with their own Hearts, and leave 
God out of their Confultations, by neglecting to 
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implore his Aid and Protection. I cite thefe as 
Specimens of our Author’s religious Obfervations. 

Achifo generoufly entertained not only David but 
his Men, with their Wives and Children, at Gazd. 
Atter being there fome time, David requetted to 
be removed to fome more retired Place; which was 
accordingly granted, and Zik/ag, on the Frontiers 
of Fudah, appointed for his Reception, and put 
wholly into his Power. 

Here he refided at leaft fixteen Months, and hi- 
ther many of his Friends reforted to him, and 
among them feveral confiderable Men of Sau/’s own 
Tribe and Kindred. And as this Town was a 
Frontier of little Strength, and of Confequence 
much expofed to Incurfions and Ravages, it is not 
probable, that David could derive any great Ad- 
vantages towards his Support from the Produét of 
the Place; ** and therefore, fince he would not be 
« burdenfome to the King, he had no Way to fub- 
¢ fift but by Depredations; and his Patriot Spirit 
“ foon prompted him to fubfift rather at the Ex- 
‘© pence of his Enemies than his Friends ; and, at 
‘© the fame time, to confider the Enemies of his 
‘¢ Country as his own. 

“ There were yet fome Remains of the 4morites, 
‘© and other ancient Inhabitants of the Country ; 
‘© whom God, for their inveterate and incorrigible 
‘© Wickednefs, had commanded to be extirpated : 
“ And, in deftroying thefe, he might at once fub- 
“¢ fift himfelf, ferve his Country, and not injure his 
‘© Benefactor. 

“© Thefe Confiderations quickly determined him ; 
‘© and therefore, as long as he continued in that Coun- 
‘¢ try, he employed himfelf in continual Ravages 
“ upon thofe Mifcreants ; and took his Meafures 
“© fo well, that whatever Quarter he invade, he 
‘utterly deftroyed.” 
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Mr. Bayle utterly difapproves theie Proceedings ; 
and fays, it was unjuftifiable in David, being a 
private Man, to act thus, without a Warrant from 
Achifo, or from God: He had no Warrant from 
Acbifh, for he acted contrary to his Intentions ; nor 
trom any Prophet; nor from Infpiration ; becaufe 
the Scriptures are filent upon this Head. 

But our Author would have us oblerve, that all 
Mr. Bayie’s Reaionings on this Topic are srounded 
_— one funk re Error, and that 1s, that Da- 

ud cae, in all his Exile, merely as a private 
Man. ‘ He forgets, that he was elected and 
sc ae to the Kingdom; and that the fame 
«¢ Spirit of God, which once infpired Sau/ with all 
«¢ regal Virtues, was now gone over to David, and 
<6 refted with him. And it were very {ftrange, if 
«¢ David, as a King elect of J/rae/, could have any 
*¢ Guilt, in doing that which Saa/, as a King in 
6s Poffeffion, was depofed for not doing.” 

But the Scriptures are filent upon the Point; and 
therefore he was guilty 

Our Author retorts, ‘* the Scriptures are filent as 
<< to any Guilt of his upon this Head ; and there- 
‘> fore he was not guilty.” 

And as to a Commiffion from 4chifh, Mr. Bayle 
forgets, «* that David waited upon Achiff after his 
«s Return from his Incurfions, to give him an Ac- 
<¢ count of them, and prefent him with the Spoil ; 
« which plainly implies his Perm#fion and Autho- 
«¢ rity to make Incurfions, The Spoil he brought 
‘< to Gath, but the People he did not; becaute if 
«¢ he had, it would foon have been known that they 
¢ were not Jews 

But it is urged, that David deceived his Benefac- 
tor, and made him believe, that the Perions fo ra- 
vaged and deftroyea were //raclites. 

Our ae owns he did, and affigns thofe Rea- 
fons for his fo coing, that will in a greac Meafure, 
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he thinks, excufe it. Not that he will ttand up in 
a {trict Defence of this Conduct. ‘ It was indeed 
«© a Deception; but if it injured no body, (as he 
‘¢ apprehends it did not) he is utterly at a Lofs 
«© what Degree of Guilt to charge upon it.”” How- 
ever, he adds, “ This muft be allowed, that all 
*¢ Habits of Deception have a natural Tendency 
“© to biafs the Mind, and warp it from Truth; and 
«therefore ought carefully to be avoided, even 
‘¢ where the Deception 1s innocent.” 

In the twenty-fecond Chapter we have an Ac- 
count of the Pbhiliftines engaging in a new War 
againft Saul. <Achifob was one of the Philiftine 
Princes who were concerned in this Expedition, 
and invites David to accompany him into the Field, 
in the Quality of Captain of his Guards. Here 
Saul’s Adventure with the Pythonefs at Exdor is re- 
lated: and with this only I fhall here be concerned. 

This odd Story is told in the Sacred Volumes 
with that elegant Concifenefs and Simplicity which 
become a Divine Record. Our Author, on the 
other hand, has cloathed it with the Embroidery 
infeparable from his Writings. This will be evi- 
dent, by a Comparifon of the enfuing Citations, 
with what we have on the fame Subjeét, in the 28th 
Chapter of the Firft Book of Samuel. 

The Philifiines having encamped on the Plains 
of Sunem, Saul pitched on Mount Gilboa, where he 
had a full Profpeét of the Enemy under him. 
« When he faw their Numbers, their Orders, and 
“ their Appointments, he judged himfelf greatly 
* over-power’d, and fell into great Terror upon 
“ the Profpect. What fhould he do! Samuel was 
“© dead, and Abiathar with David. He had, for 
* fome Years paft, fhewn no Regard, or, to {peak 
** more juftly, fhewn all imaginable Difregard to 
* Religion. His Pride had lifted him up above 
*° his Duty ; he had faid in his Fleart, There is ns 

Z 2 “ Gid: 


n~ 











‘ 


350 The Worxsof theLEarNep. Art. 27. 


Mr. Bayle utterly difapproves thefe Proceedings ; 
and fays, it was unjuftifable in David, being a 
private Man, to act thus, without a Warrant from 
Achifo, or from God: He had no Warrant from 
Acbvifh, tor he aéted contrary to his Intentions; nor 
from any Prophet; nor from Infpiration ; becaufe 
the Scriptures are filent upon chis Head. 

But our Author would have us obferve, that all 
Mr. Bayle’s Reaionings on this Topic are erounded 
upon one fun damental Error, and that ts, that Da- 
vid ated, in all his Exile, merely as a private 
Man, ‘ He forgets, that he was eleéted and 
«s anointed to the Kingdom; and that the fame 
«¢ Spirit of God, which once infpired Sau/ with all 
«s regal Virtues, was now gone over to David, and 
«¢ refted with him. And it were very ftrange, if 
‘© David, asa King elect of J/rae/, could have any 
«© Guilt, in doing that which Saz/, as a King in 
ss Poffeffion, was depofed for not doing.” 

But the Scriptures are filent upon the Point; and 
therefore he was guilty 

Our Author retorts, ‘* the Scriptures are filent as 
<< to any Guilt of his upon this Head ; and there- 
<s fore he was not guilty.” 

And as to a Commiffion from Achifh, Mr. Bayle 
forgets, ‘¢ that David waited upon Achifh after his 

¢ Return from his Incurfions, to give him an Ac- 
«s count of them, and prefent him with the Spoil ; 
« which plainly implies his Permiffion and Autho- 
«¢ rity to make Incurfions, The Spoil he brought 
«¢ to Gath, but the People he did not; becaufe if 
«¢ he had, it would foon have been known that they 
“© were not Fews.” 
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he thinks, excufe it. Not that he will ttand up in 
a {tri€t Defence of this Conduct. * It was indeed 
*¢ a Deception; but if ic injured no body, (as he 
‘© apprehends it did not) he is utterly at a Lofs 
«¢ what Degree of Guilt to charge upon it.” How- 
ever, he adds, “ This muft be allowed, that all 
‘¢ Habits of Deception have a natural Tendency 
‘“* to biafs the Mind, and warp it from Truth; and 
‘“‘ therefore ought carefully to be avoided, even 
‘© where the Deception is innocent.” 

In the twenty-fecond Chapter we have an Ac- 
count of the Pdiliftines engaging in a new War 
againft Saul.  Achifo was one of the Philiftine 
Princes who were concerned in this Expedition, 
and invites David to accompany him into the Field, 
in the Quality of Captain of his Guards. Here 
Saul’s Adventure with the Pythonefs at Exdor is re- 
lated: and with this only I fhall here be concerned. 

This odd Story is told in the Sacred Volumes 
with that elegant Concifenefs and Simplicity which 
become a Divine Record. Our Author, on the 
other hand, has cloathed it with the Embroidery 
infeparable from his Writings. This will be evi- 
dent, by a Comparifon of the enfuing Citations, 
with what we have on the fame Subje&, in the 28th 
Chapter of the Firft Book of Samuel. 

The Philifines having encamped on the Plains 
of Sunem, Saul pitched on Mount Gilboa, where he 
had a full Profpect of the Enemy under him. 
«© When he faw their Numbers, their Orders, and 
“their Appointments, he judged himfelf greatly 
‘© over-power’d, and fell into great Terror upon 
‘the Profpect. What fhould he do! Samuel was 
‘ dead, and Abiathar with David. He had, for 
¢ fome Years paft, fhewn no Regard, or, to {peak 
‘ more juftly, fhewn all imaginable Difregard to 
“ Religion. His Pride had lifted him up above 
“© his Duty ; he had faid in his Fleart, There is np 
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God: * But now his Fears had got the better 
of his Infidelity. He then, too late, had Re- 
courfe to God for Aid. He had maffacred 
the Priefts of God at Nod, all but one; and 
that one was gone away to David with the 
Epbod. He applied himfelf to fome other Prieft. 
And fince he confulted God by Urim, it is evi- 
dent, that he had alfo gotten another Epbod 
made; not confidering the peculiar Sanctity of 
the firft, or that God would confine his Mani- 
feftations of himfelf to that which was of his 
own Appointment. At leaft, Sau/ had no Rea- 
fon to hope, that God fhould exhibit himfelf in 
any extraordinary Manner in his Favour. Samuel 
was dead, and Gad was with David; and we 
hear of no other on whom the Spirit of God 
refted in thofe Days. However, he applied him- 
felf to fome of the Prophetic Colleges, probably 
to fome of the moft eminent of thofe Sons of 
the Prophets he had feen at Ramah; but to no 
Purpofe : God refufed to anfwer him, either by 
Urim, by Prophets, or by Dreams. 

‘© What fhould he do! The Heart of Man 
is fond of prying into Futurity ; and more efpe- 
cially upon the Edge of great Events. In great 
Dangers Men are defirous even to know the 
worft: It is fome Confolation to be prepared for 
it. He had long fince renounced every Thing 
that was ferious in Religion. However, he had 
been threatened as from God ; and, in all Proba- 
bility, the Time was now come, when the Sen- 
tence, fo long fince pronounced upon him, was 
to be executed: Could he but fee Samuel, he 
fhould know all! It was faid, there were Men 
who had Power over Spirits : Who knows how far 


* It is next to impoffible he fhould have fuch a Thought, if 
the Scripture Hiftory of him be true: And noDoubt ought to be 
made of its \¢iacity, 
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that Power might extend! God had forfaken 
him ; he could be no worfe on that Side; he 
might be better on fome other; he refolved to 
try. 
‘¢ Infidelity is nearly allied to Superftition. Saul 
had prayed to God to no Purpofe; he now re- 
folved to apply himfelf to Samuel: ‘And I think 
It evident from the Text, that he a€tually prayed 
to him; but yet had no Aniwer. What will 
not Fear and Folly force us to? But a few 
Hours before, he, who was too haughty to pro- 
tels himfelf the Servant of the living God, is 
now the Slave of his own Fears and Follies. 
*¢ Saul had, in the Days of his Devotion, partly 
cut off, and partly frighted away, thofe Wizards 
and Sorcerers; thofe execrable Wretches, the 
Pefts of Society, and Enemies of true Religion, 
whom God commanded to be extirpated. How- 
ever, fome of them might have remained, or 
returned: He inquired; and was informed 
(Princes never want Minifters of Mifchief) of a 
Pythone/s, that dwelt not far off, at Eudor. His 
Anxiety would let him think of nothing elfe; 
he could neither eat nor drink until it was done, 
To Budor he hies that very Night, ftript of his 
Regal Apparel, and difguifed as well as he could, 
and atten ded only by two Companions. 
‘¢ When he arrived, he prayed the Woman to 
divine to him by her familiar Spirit, and to 
bring him up whom he fhould name to her. 
She “anfwered, That he knew very well, Sau/ 
had cut off a]! thofe of that Profefion ; and why 
fhould he go about to lay fuch a Snare for her, 
to have her deftroyed? He replied, with a fox 
Jemn Oath, by the living God, That no Evil 
fhould happen to her upon that Account. She 
then demanded whom he would have raifed 2 
He anfwered, Samuel. And the Inftant he pro- 
LZ. 3 “ nounced 
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«« nounced his Name, the Woman faw Samuel/, and 
«¢ fhricked out loud, in Terror and Surprife; and 
foon after afked the King, Why he had deceived 
«¢ her? For he was Sau/. She faw an Apparition 
«¢ fhe did not expect ; fhe knew the Prophet; fhe 
«© knew the Veneration Sau] had for him; fhe knew 
that Prophets were fent only to Kings; and fhe 
«¢ knew, the poor deluded Mortals fhe had to do 
<¢ with, had no Notion of having any Commerce 
with Perfons of facred Charaéter ; and fhe knew 
her Art, whatever that was, had never exhibited 
a Perfon of that Figure to her. 
‘¢ When the King heard her cry out in fuch 
Terror, he bad her not be afraid; and afked 
her what fhe faw? She anfwered, That fhe faw 
Gods (or, as the Word may be tranflated, Lords) 
afcending out of the Earth. Sau/ then inquired 
after his Form; and fhe told him, it was that 
of an old Man covered with a Mantle. The 
«s Text then immediately adds, that Saul perceived 
“< that it was Samuel himfelf, and flooped with bis 
Face to the Ground, and bowed himfeif.” 
The Narration, our Author fays, is fhort and 
uncircumftantial ; but, as he humbly apprehends, 
the Matter was thus: 
‘¢ Saul, to prevent all Delufion, would not tell 
the Pythone/s whom he would have raifed, until 
he brought her to the very Cell, or Place of her 
Incantations; and then he told her, he would 
have Samuel called up to him. And the Inftant 
he faid this, fhe, looking into her Cell, faw Sa- 
mucl; and feeing him fo unexpectedly, and 
without the Aid of her Art, fhe was affrighted, 
and cried out: And the King, upon Inquiry, 
‘¢ hearing that it was an old Man with a Mantle, 
‘s believed it was Samuel the faw ; and ftraitway 
going to the Cell, and perceiving the Prophet, 
*¢ cid him Obeyfance, Immediately Samuel = 
¢ him 
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«¢ him why he had difquieted him, to bring him 
<¢ up? (Will not this ground a Prefumption, thaz 
‘¢ the Pythone/s had not difturbed him by her In- 
<* cantations ? for if fhe had, the Queftion had been 
‘s more naturally directed to her.) To which Saud 
‘s anfwered, That he was fore diftrefled ; for the 
‘© Pkiliffines warred againft him; and God had 
“« forfaken him, and would neither aniwer him by 
‘© Dreams, nor Prophets: Therefore (fays he) J 
have called upon thee, that thou mayeft make 
“¢ known unto me what I fhall do. 

“ Then faid Samuel; Wherefore then doft thou afk 
<< of me; feeing the Lord is departed from thee, and 
* 75 become thine Enemy? And the Lord hath done 
“¢ for himfelf, as he {poke by me; for the Lord hath 
“* vent the Kingdom out of thine ttand, and given it 
“© unto thy Neighbour, even unto David: becaufe 
“ thou obeyedft not the Voice of the Lord, nor exe- 
“< cutedft bis fierce Wrath upon Amalek, therefore 
‘© hath the Lord done this Thing unto thee this 
“< Day.” 

Our Author afterwards reJates how terribly Sau/ 
was ftruck and confounded by this dreadful Denun- 
ciation, what were the Diftrefs and Agonies of 
his:Soul, and how piteoufly he behaved, while he 
continued in the Witch’s Apartments ; and prays, 
that no Reader of this Hiftory may ever learn, from 
his own E:xpericnce, what Remorie, what Defparr, 
what Defolation of Mind, what Horrors of Guilt, 
what Terrors and Anticipations of Divine Ven- 
geance haunted this unhappy Prince, from this 
Moment co that of his miferable Cataffrophy. 

Before he clofes this Chapter, he expreffes 
his Aftonifhment at the Inattention (fhall he call 
it?) or Impiety, or both, of thofe Critics and 
Commentators, who could afcribe the foregoing 
Prediction of Samuel’s Apparition to the Sagacity 
of an Impoftor, or even of the Devil, This ground- 
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lefs Suppofition, he engages, fhall prefently meet 
with a proper Refutation. 

There are fome other Opinions upon this Head, 
which he undertakes the Examination of in the 
twenty-third Chapter, 

Many learned Men, he fays, differ from him in 
their Sentiments, about the Reality of Samuel’s Ap- 
pearance on ie Occafion: Some imagining, that it 
was an evil Spiric that now appeared unto Saul ; and 
others, that the whole was the Work ot Impofture. 

With one Party of thoie who are not altogether 
of his Mind, he agrees, «* that neither this Pytho- 
«¢ ne/s, nor all the Devils in Hell, could raife up 
“© Samuel; nor is there one Tittle in the whole 
<< Narration, to fupport or countenance fuch a Per- 
‘ fuafion.” But, on the other hand, he will by 
no Means go with them in fuppofing all this the 
Work of a Juggler. 

Among other Reafons for his diffenting from this 
Notion he has offered thefe: 

«¢ Suppofe a Poffibility, that Sau? and his Compa- 
<* nions could be impofed upon by an Impoftor on 
«© this Occafion ; yet, furely, the higheft Probability 
«© is on the other Side. Sau/ was far from having 
<< an implicite Faith even in Samuel, altho’ the Man- 
<< ner of his coming to the Kingdom demonftrated 
«© the Divinity of the Prophet’s Miffion, And 
«s would he eafily be the Dupe of a filly Woman! 
«© He was perfectly acquainted with the Voice, Sta- 
<< ture, and Figure of Samuel. He was a brave 
“© Man: 5 and, “doubtlefs, his Companions were fo, 
<< ‘Can we doubt whether he chofe two of his old 
«* tried Friends on this Occafion? And, if he did, 
¢¢ they all muft have been aequainted with Samuel. 
«¢ They came upon the Woman by Night, and un- 
‘© prepared. Had they allowed her the leaft Time 
<< for Juggle or Artifice, or fuffered her fo much 
¢ as one Moment out of their Sight, would a Sa- 
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«+ crs Hidtorian, whofe Bufinefs it was to expofe 
«¢ thefe P ictices, as far as Truth would allow, 
¢¢ pir ‘ncte Circumftances? Would he omit all 
s¢ (Vicntion ef the preceding Sacrifices and Incanta- 
¢ tions? Wou!d he omit every Circumftance that 
« tended to cciect the Fraud? Would he omit 
«¢ every Thing that tended to fhew it to be Fraud, 
«¢ and infert every Thing that tended to imply the 
«¢ real Appearance of the Prophet ? 

«© Shall chis Author relate in plain Terms, that 
‘* Saul perceived that it was Samuel himfelf? * 
‘¢ And fhall he relate this by a Word which figni- 
«¢ fies either certain Knowledge, Experience, or 
‘© fenfible Perception? And are we to underftand 
‘© by this Word, that he neither knew, nor had 
<¢ fenfible Evidence of this? That he only ima- 
«© oined it was Samuel, by the Defcription of an 
«© Impoftor? A Defcription that would fuit ten 
¢¢ thoufand Men as well as Samuel /” 

But the Text fays not, that Sau/ faw Samuel. 

‘¢ True: But it tells us fomething that plainly 
implies it, that Le flooped with bis Face to the 
‘© Earth, and bowed himfelf.—— Mutt we believe 
‘© that he neither knew nor faw what he bowed to? 
«© That he bowed only to a Creature of the Pytho- 
‘© ye/3’s Imagination ? ” 

But Saul was frightned out of his Wits, and did 
not know what he faid or did. 

«¢ How does this appear ? — Sau] defired Samuel 
«¢ to be raifed up to him (not to the Pythone/s) 
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* Our Author is aftonifhed, that the Exg/j Tranflation of 
the Bible fhould leave out this lait Word, 4im/e/f. But perhaps 
our Tranflators thought, that {fecing Samuel was the fame with 
feeing Samuel himfelf; not imagining these could be any Samuel 
that was not Samue/ himfelf. This brings to my Mind the 
Blunder of an Jri/> Fellow, who meeting an old Comrade, 
whom he had not feen of a long Time, fhook him by the 
Hand, with an Arrah, by my Shoul, I’m glad to meet you; but the 
D—!1 take me, if I remember whether it be you or your Brother. 
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<¢ which plainly fhews, that he had no Apprehen- 
‘¢ fion of Fear, from the Thoughts of feeing him. 
‘¢ And, when the Woman was frightned, and 
‘¢ fhricked at the Sight of Samuel, it is plain, that 
‘© Saul was not; for he bids her not be afraid; 
«* and defires to know what it was fhe faw, which 


‘s could caufe her Fears. And the whole Tenor 
‘s of his Aniwer to Samuei’s Queftion is as rational 
‘ and undifturbed as any Thing can well be.” 

Another Argument which our Author urges in 
Favour of his Opinion is, that this Perfon, fuppofed 
to be an Impoftor, acts altogether in Character. 
This'is fhewn in a Variety of Particulars. And 
here fomerhing occurs, in Oppofition to thofe inat- 
tentive or impious Commentators and Critics afore- 
mentioned, who afcribe the Prediction of Saul’s 
Deftruction to the Sagacity of an Impoftor, or even 
of the Devil. Among other Things relating to 
this Point our Author fays, 

‘© Suppofe the fubtilett Spirit in Heli to know 
‘¢ that God had forfaken Sau]; and fuppofe him 
« to know, from the Experience of Ages, that they 
«¢ are doomed to fure Deftruction, whom God hath 
«¢ forfaken; could he forefee, for that Reafon, the 
«© Time of his Deftruétion? No;—— the Times 
‘¢ and the Seafons are folely inthe Hand of God.” 

But an evil Spirit, or even an Impofter, might 
know that Sau/ and his Sons were determined either 
io die, or conquer in the Battle. 

“ Jet this allo be allowed, without any Founda- 
‘© tion in the Text: Hath not many a Man been 
‘© determined to die, and yet been prevented? But 
‘¢ the Truth is otherwife: Neither Sauz/ nor his 
<¢ Sons were determined to die; they all fled from 
«¢ the Enemy as faft and as far as they could. —— 

‘© Befides all this: Shall we fo far out-rage our 
«© Reafon and our Religion, as to believe any Be- 
‘ ing, but Ged, capable of feeing into a 
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‘© and pronouncing upen it? If there be any that 
«¢ think fo, let me call upon them, with I/aiah, To 
‘© bring forth their firong Reafons: Let them bring 
‘ forth, and foew us what foall happen: Let them 
“© fhew the former Things what they be, that we 
‘© may confider (or fet our Hearts upon) them; or 
¢ declare us Things for to come. In one Word: 
‘© The Affertions and Reafonings on the other Side 
«¢ feem to be grounded upon great Miftakes, and 
¢ fruitful of grievous Abfurdities. I cannot affene 
«© co them: I envy no Man that can.” 

The Confequence from all our Author has ad- 
vanced upon this Head is clear: “ If that Perfon; 
«¢ who now denounced the Divine Vengeance upon 
<“ Saul under the Semblance of Samue/, was neither 
«© an Impoftor, nor an evil Spirit; he mutt be, 
«© what the Scriptures conitantly call him through- 
<¢ out, Samuel.” 

That he might affume or be cloathed with a 
Body, and therein converfe with Sau/ as he did, 
the beft Philofophy, our Author fays, will admit; 
and the moft authentic Hiftories in the World will 
warrant us to affert. 

The only Queftion is, Why God fhould appoint, 
or permit, Samuel to appear on this Occafion? And 
this is a Queftion which no Man Jiving hath a Right 
to afk, and be informed in. Such Queftions as 
thefe, our Author fays, are the very Source and 
Fountain- Head of all Infidelity. However, having 
reprefented the Unreafonableneis and Infolence of 
them, he is fo obliging, as to endeavour at fome- 
thing of a Solution in the Cafe before us. 

Will it be faid; Is it likely, that God fhould re- 
fufe to anfwer Saul, when he confulted him in Ways 
appointed by himfelf, and yet fhould anfwer him 
in a forbidden Way ? 

Our Author replies, * What if it be not? 
«© That is, What if my little Underftanding can- 
G6 not 
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«© not reach the Reafons of this Conduét? Mut 
<¢ it follow that there was no fuch Thing? 

‘© But, what if God did not depart from his own 
<¢ Inftitutions? What if Sauz/ did not confult him 


. 


on 


in Ways appointed by himfelf ? The Ways ap- 
pointed by himfelf to confult him, were by Pro- 
phets, or by Urim and Thummim. It is not 
likely, that Sau/ confulted God by the Urim and 
Thummim of his own Appointment; for that 
was with Abiathar, and Abiathar with David. 
And, very probably, there was no Prophet then 
alive, to whom God communicated himfelf ei- 
ther by Vifion, or by his Word. 
“ On the other Hand: What if Sau/ did con- 
fult God in a Way appointed of himfelf? And, 
What if God did depart from his own Inftitu- 
tions on this Occafion ? Is God fo tied down to 
his own Inftitutions, that he cannot at any Time 
depart from them ? 

‘© Here is a fine Dilemma: If God confines the 
Communication and Manifeftation of himfelf, 
and his Purpofes, to Priefts and Prophets; are 
all the reft of bts Creation excluded? Is he the 
God only of Priefis and Prophets? All this is 
Artifice and Contrivance; plain Prieficraft/ Vf at 
any Time he is faid to have manifefted himfelf 
in a different Manner, fuch Accounts are incre- 
dible ; for is it likely he fhould depart from his 
«¢ own Inftirutions ! ” 

But ftill it may be urged ; Is it likely he fhould 
manifeft himfelf in a Way which he himfelf had 
forbidden ? 

Our Author anfwers; ** That God fhould ma- 
«¢ nifett himielf by his Prophets, to encourage or 
«* countenance what he himielf had forbidden, 1s, 
<< indeed, exceedingly unlikely ; or, to fpeak more 
<¢ juftly, is very abfurd to fuppofe. But that he 
‘¢ fhould interpofe to reprove that Practice, is, with 
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‘© great Submiffion, no Way incredible or impro- 
<¢ bable.”’ 

But if Samuel had been raifed by God, would he 
have faid unto Saul, Why haft thou difquieted me ? 
For it would have been no Difquiet nor Trouble to 
him to come upon God’s Errand. 

In Oppofition to this Cavil, our Author fhews, 
that the Prophet’s Difquiet plainly arofe from Saul’s 
harden’d Impenitence in the Ways of Irreligion ; it 
was this that grieved and provoked his righteous 
Spirit. 

But again, by Way of Objection, Samuel ap- 
peared with a Mantle. A Mantle was not, that we 
know of, any Part of the Prophetic Garb; or, if 
it were, when thefe Perfons prophefied, they put off 
their Upper Garment. To this our Author fays, 

‘© That when Samuel denounced God’s Judg- 
“ ments upon Saul, he was clad in a Mantle; 
«© which Sau/ tore on that Occafion. He now came 
to repeat and to ratify the Sentence then de- 
nounced ; and to ftrike him with fuller Convic- 
tion, he appears in the fame Drefs, the fame 
Mantle, in which he denounced that Sentence. 
And fince he now again denounced a Divifion 
of the Kingdom, why may we not prefume, that 
the Mantle fhewed now the fame Rent, which 
was the Emblem of that Divifion? Is it irra- 
tional to fuppofe, that when he {poke of this Di- 
vifion, he held up the Mantle, and pointed to 
the Rent?” 

Our Author farther obferves, «* God at fundry 
Times raifecd up Prophets from among the ‘Jews 
to denounce his Judgments upon their Guilt, and 
to foretell the fatal Confequences of it. If they 
repented upon thefe Monitions, his Judgments 
‘¢ were averted; if not, they were furely executed. 
‘© Now what is the infidel Objection to thefe Pro- 

‘ phets? Why, truly, they were wild enthufiaftic 
“© Men, 
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Men, who foretold Things at a Venture: If they 
came to pafs, well and good, their Credit was 
eftablifhed ; if they did not, why, then, fome- 
thing happened that altered the Cafe. They 
never wanted Evafions; they had always fome 
Shift to bring themlelves off, —~ For Example, 
How might this Hiftory be objected to? Samuel, 
in his Life-time, often reproved Sau/ for his 
Guilt ; and told him, that God had given away 
his. Kingdom from him for that Guilt : but he 
never told him to whom, nor when the Sentence 
fhould be executed upon him. 

<< le is true, Sau/ died in Battle ; and David, 
after fome time, fucceeded him. Who knows 
that this was the Effect of that Sentence? David 
might have died before this happened, and an- 
other might have fucceeded him, inftead of Da- 
vid. Neither Saul, nor many of his Court, be- 
lieved one Word that Samuel faid: And why 
fhould we? His Kingdom was given away 
many Years before, and yet Sasi was in full 
Pofleffion of 1 {till : Could there be a Subject of 
more Mockery upon Prophets, and Priefts, and 
Prieft cratt, than this? 

«¢ Hold! fay the Scriptures; — the Sentence is 
fure, and fhall be executed, though it be refpited, 
and the Criminal reprieved. _ And to evince this 
beyond all Poffibility of Doubt, God raifes the 
fame Prophet that predicted this Event: And at 
the very Inftant of predicting it, cautioned him 
againft the Guilt of Divination *: I fay, that Pro- 
phet who predicted this Sentence, God now railes 
up from the Dead, to confirm that Sentence ; to 
tell him, that the Kingdom was that Day to be 
taken from him, and would be divided; to name 


* 1 Sam. xvi. 23. For Rebellion is as the Sin of Witche 
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the very Perfon to whom it was given; — to con- 
firm the Sentence beyond all Poffibility of Cavil ; 
«¢ .. to fhew by whom and when, and where, and 
«cs how it was to be executed ; — to fhew, that the 
«© Execution of it was inftant, and fhould be defer- 
«¢ ed no longer than the very next Day: — Was 
«© not this an Occafion worthy of the Divine Inter- 
‘«¢ pofition ; was not this Dignus Deo vindice Nodus ?” 

This Chapter clofes with the following Remark ; 
«© That whereas it hath been made a Queftion, 
‘s whether the Zews had any Belief of the Immor- 
“¢ tality of the Soul? This Hiftory isa full Decifion 
upon that Point: And, perhaps, the Eftablifh- 
¢¢ ment of that Truth upon the Foot of fenfible 
«© Evidence, was not the loweft End of Samue/’s 
‘© Appearance upon this Occafion.”. 

Ite is now time, our Author fays, to return to 
David: And accordingly, in the twenty-fourth 
Chapter, he gives us an Account of this Hero’s go- 
ing with Achi/h to the Rendezvous of the Phijtine 
Army at Aphek, where the Philiftine Lords op- 
pofed his proceeding any further : He then fets forth 
the Confequences of this Affair, 

We have inthis Chapter fome very pretty Ob- 
fervations, in a conjectural Way, on the Intentions 
and Conduct of David throughout this Tranfa€tion, 
and on the Interpofitions of the Divine Providence, 
in preventing his doing what might have been, on 
the whole, unfuitable to his Character, and in mira- 
culoufly fucceeding his Enterprifes. Buti muft not 
{tay to particularife them. 

In the twenty-fifth Chapter we have an Account 
of the fatal Battle of Mount Gilboa. This Chapter 
is all befpangled with Reflections, which our Author 
fays he is now at Leifure to make, as he hopes the 
Reader is alfo, upon the faid Engagement. 

The twenty-fixth Chapter is a fhort Effay on 
the Character of ‘Fonathan. Our Author, who has 
been 
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been hitherto in a violent Fit of Panegyric, is now 
taking a Turn a little towards Invective ; and as he 
has been wafhing out, or colouring over, the Stains 
of David's Character, fo now he is bufily fearching 
for, and pointing out, the Blemithes of this amiable 
Prince’s. 

He obferves, that *“* when we meet with any Per- 
«¢ fon in Hiftory of a very extraordinary Chara¢ter, 
‘© whofe Death is, as we think, untimely ; and his 
‘¢ Fate, in Appearance, unworthy of his Virtue 5 
«© inftead of fubmitting with profound Humility to 
the Difpenfations of Providence, and reyering 
the unfearchable Ways of infinite Wifdom, we 
find a kind of Impulfe upon the Mind to enquire 
into the Reafons of it. And if we are difap- 
pointed in our Search, we are too much tempted 
to repine at the Divine Decifions ; or, it may be, 
to impeach them ; elpecially if the Charaéter be 
amiable and interefting.” This, he thinks, hath 
in fome meafure, been the Cafe of every ‘Com- 
mentator that hath confidered the Fate of J ona- 
“© than.” 

He allows, that there are, indeed, few Characters 
among Men, more lovely, or more extraordinary, 
than that of this excellent Perfon ; Fortitude, Fi- 
delity, Magnanimicty! A Soul fufceptible of the moft 
refined Friendfhip, and fuperior to all the Tempta- 
tions of Ambition and Vanity! and all thefe crowned 
with the moft refigned Submiffion to the Will of 
God. 

Thefe are his diftinguifhing Lineaments: But, 
he adds, there is no fuch Thing as Perfection in Man, 
Two Things he finds Fonathan juftly chargeable 
with in the Sacred Hiftory ; the firft is, A moft 
*< orievous Violation of all the Laws ‘of Juftice, 
a Nature, and Nations, in {miting the PdAilifine 
‘¢ Garrifon at Geba, in "the midit “of a profound 
‘¢ Peace ; and the fecond, a great want of Duty 
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‘¢ to his Father, and a very indecent, difrefpectful 
¢ Treatment of his Character 

The firft of thefe will appear from the 13th and 
14th Verfes of the feventh Chapter of the firft Book 
of Samuel, compared with the third and fourth 
Verfes of the thirteenth Chapter. 

The fecond is hinted in the twentieth Chapter of 
the firft Book of Samuei, at the thirtieth Verfe, where 
Saul calls him the Son of perver fe Rebellion. 

But this Point is, our Author thinks, fully cleared 
from the 14th Chapter of this Book. ‘ * For, fuppofe 
<6 it allowable in ¥onathan to {teal from the Camp 
‘¢ with his Armour-Bearer, and make an Attempt 
“© upon the Phisiftizes, without the Leave of his Father 
‘© and General; which I believe the Difcipline of 
*¢ War will not admit ; however, fuppofe him ex- 
“¢ cufable in this, from fome heroic or divine [m- 
‘© pulfe ; what can excufe his difrefpeéttul Treat- 
“¢ ment of his Father’s Character, upon hearing 
“© that Herem, or Curfe, under which he had ad- 
‘© jured the People to touch no Food on that Occa- 
“‘ fion? Elis Father hada Right, as a Commander, 
‘© to lay any temporary Reftraint upon his Soldiers, 
which he thought might be for the publick Guod, 
‘* and under what Penalty he pleafed; and as a 
King of J/rae/, he had a Right to adcjure them ; 
that is, to lay them under the Obligation of an 
© Oath to obferve it. Did it then become his Son 
“ to call an Action of this kind, a Troubling of the 
“ Land; and to charge it as the Reafon why the 
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* Our Author and oe Sacred oe n féem here to be at 
fome Variance, ‘The latter gives t the teafi Hint of this Ad- 
venture of the bray re Fouathan’s + being an Act of Difrefpect CO, 
or Rebellion againft his Fatiicr an a General, or of its beng 
confidered by his Father, or by the blefled God, as on On 
the other hand, he reprefeucs Providence as miraculoufly favour- 
ing the Attempt, and deltroying his Enemies be'ore hie. Nor 
is there any Shadow of cenfuring J onath ans W ords or Beha- 
viour in the Matter of the Herem or Curfe. 
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Enemies were not more fully defeated ? Was nog 
fuch a Speech as this enough to excite a Sedition 
and Rebellion in the Army? Allow him to 
have incurred the Herem through Ignorance *, 
was that Ignorance invincible? Or rather, was 
it not the Effect of his own Tranfgreffion of 
Duty ? Surely it is not eafy to pronounce 
this Curfe on Fonathan caufelefs. At leaft, did 
he not know himfelf included in the Adjuration, 
and liable to the Penalty that attended it? Did 
he humble himfelf under that Knowledge? Or | 
make any Apology or Submiffion to his Parents ? 
And fhould he not have done fo, under all the 
Security of Innocence? Or, if he thought in- 
vincible Ignorance acquitted him of all Guile 
upon that Head, did he think it could acquit 
him of the Guilt of fetting Light by his Parent, 
or the Curfe due to it? (See Deut. xxvii. 16.) 

‘s Divines content themfelves on this Head, by 
obferving how providential it was, that fonathan 
was taken off in this Battle, to make Way for 
David. But 1 could wifh they had been more 
folicitous to acquit the Providence of God, of 
that Partiality, with which profane Spirits are 
too apt to charge it, upon fuch Occafions. 

‘© The Sum of all is this: The Guilt of maf- 
facring the Pdilifiine Garrifon is beyond all Quef- 
tion. And ——it is certain, that for this Guilt 
Fonatban delerved to die. And, for my Part, 
I cannot acquit him of the other. But though | 
could acquit him of mortal Guilt on this Account; 
yet is there (at Jeaft) an Indecency in this Beha- 
viour of his, which greatly diftrefles me.” 





* Such a Stile is ufual where the Circumflances fuppofed or 


ailowed are in fome Meafure dubious or obfcure. But what 
hoom can there be fcr it here, were the Fact is known and un- 
deniable? Unleis, to bring with i: a Shew of Argument, and a 
pompous Pageantry of Diction. 


After 
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After a Comparifon of Fonatban’s Conduct in 
this Affair, with the Demeanour of that great Eng- 
lifo Hero, the Black Prince, following the Battle of 
Creffy, our Author clofes the Chapter, with faying, 
‘s Te muft, however, be owned, that from Da- 
vid’s celebrating the Harmony and Union of this 
Father and Son, it is highly probable, that ¥ona- 
‘¢ than fufficiently atoned for this one Act of Rath- 
«¢ nefs, by a Courfe of fubfequent Duty and Piety 
*¢ to his Parent. And fuch Piety to fuch a Parent, 
will, I believe, be allowed to have more than 
ordinary Merit in it. 
ss All that I have faid, hath no other Tendency, 
than to eftablifh that noble Queftion of the 
«© righteous and humble Fob; Shall mortal Man 
“© be move juft than God?” 

Our Author has ftill one Objection more to ftrug- 
gle with; which is, in his own Words, That the 
Prediction relating to the Event of this Battle [of 
Mount Gilboa] is not fo precile as we pretend; or 
if it be, it was not true. The Solution of this em- 
ploys the twenty-feventh Chapter; where feveral 
Reafons are urged to fhew, that the faid Battle was 
fought, contrary to what fome Cavillers have al- 
ledged, on the next Day after Szu/’s confulting with 
the Pythone/s. 

In the twenty-eighth Chapter, which is the laft 
of this Volume, our Author defcants on the Inci- 
dents of David's receiving an Account of Sau/ and 
Fonathan’s Death, and ordering the Meffenger who 
brought the Tidings thereof to be flain. He ac- 
counts for the Prudence as well as the Juftnefs of 
David’s Proceeding in this Cafe. At the Clofe of 
all he expatiates on that beautiful Lamentation which 
David poured forth on the lamentable Cutaffropbe 
of thefe two brave, but unfortunate, Princes. 

_ This Elegy, he fays, is in that noble Strain of 
Poetry which was fo natural to his Hero, and 
Aa 2 which, 
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which, he thinks, hath fhamed al] that have ever 
followed him upon that Subject. He never yet faw 
Juttice done to it in any Verfion; and therefore, I 
{uppofe, attempts to prefent his Readers with no 
more than a plain Profe Tranflation of it, taken 
almoft verbatim from the Exglifh Bible, except in 
one Inftance, wherein, as he apprehends, the pre- 
fent Reading may be wrong. 

<¢ Qh! Beauty of //rael, ftabbed in thy high 
<¢ Places! How are the Mighty fallen! Tell it 
<< not in Gath / —— Publifh it not in the Streets of 
<< Afkalon/ — \eft the Daughters of the Philiffines 
“© rejoice,— left the Daughters of the Uncircumcifed 
s triumph. 

‘¢ Mountains of Gilboa, nor Dew, nor Rain upon 
you, nor Fields of waved Offerings! For there 
the Shield of the Brave was caft away, — the 
Shield of Sau/, — the Weapons of the Anointed 
with Oil. 

«© From the Blood of the Slain, from the Fat 
of the Valiant, the Bow of Jonathan turned not 
back, and the Sword of Sau/ returned not empty. 
© Saux and Jonathan were lovely and pleafant 
«cin their Lives; and in their Deaths they were 
not divided. 

«© They were {wift before Eagles, ftrong before 
«¢ Lions. 

«¢ Daughters of J/rael, weep over Saul; who 
<< cloathed you in Scarlet with Delights, who put 
«¢ on Ornaments of Gold upon your Apparel. 

<¢ How are the Mighty fallen in the Midft of the 
<¢ Bartle! 

«© Oh! Fonathan, ftabbed in thy high Places! 
«¢ T am diftreffed for thee, my Brother Fonathan. 
ss Very delightful haft thou been to me: Thy 
«¢ Love to me was wonderful, paffing the Love of 
<«¢ Women. How are the ae fallen, and the 
Weapons of War perifhed!” 
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The Burfts of Sorrow in this Poem, our Author 
notes, are fo ftrong, fo fudden, fo pathetic! So 
fhort, fo various, fo unconnected! No Grief ever 
was painted in fuch living and fuch lafting Co- 
lours! And, he adds, it is one fure Sign and beau- 
tiful Effect of it, that David’s Heart was fo foftned 
and melted by it, as to lofe al] Traces of Saui’s 
Cruelty to him. He remembered nothing in him 
now, but the brave Man, the valiant Leader, the 
magnificent Prince, the King of God’s Appoint- 
ment, his own once indulgent Mafter, his Adichal’s 
and his Fonathan’s Father. | 

But our Author does not content himfelf with 
thefe general Commendations ; he reviews the noble 
Compofition, and points out particular Inftances of 
fuperior Beauty and Mayjefty in it. And then, as 
no Body, that he knows of, hath attempted to fhew 
the Meafure of it, he hopes he fhall be indulged in 
a plain unpretending Conjecture concerning it. 

In the firft Place, he fays, whoever contiders it, 
will find it plainly divided into fix diftinét Parts, 
or Heads of Complaint and Lamentation. Thefe 
Parts he takes to be fo many Stanza’s; like the 
Strophe, Antiftrophe, and Epode of Pindar. And 
if fo, then the Beginnings of fix of the Verfes are 
plainly pointed out to us. 

Every Sentence he takes to be a Verfe; becanfe 
real Grief is fhort and fententious, And, to him, 
many of thefe Verfes plainly demonftrate their own 
Beginnings and Endings, without the Aid either of 


; oO _ 
unnatural ElifGions, or thofe monftrous and ridicu- 


lous Mutilations ‘and Divifions of Words, with 
which Critics have, to fuch fimple Eyes as his, de- 
faced fome of the beft Odes of Pindar, and turned 
fome of the fineft Verfes into downright Burlefque ; 
confining him to their fantaftic Meafures, who 
{corned-to be confined to any, but thofe of his own 
free Far, 
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That noble Exclamation, How are the Mighty 
falien! with which three Stanza’s are marked, our 
Jearned Author takes to be the fimple Digtate of 
Sorrow upon every Topic of Lamentation ; and is 
therefore, he thinks, to be confidered, as a kind of 
Burden, as he elegantly terms it, to the Song, and 
to be either inferted in each Stanza, as in the farft ; 
or added to it, as in the two laft. 

Upon thefe Principles he goes on to make a pro- 
per Divifion of the Poem, and ftate the due Mea- 
jures of it: He cantons it into fix Stanza’s, which 
he has given us in the Words of the Original, ex- 
prefied in one Column by Hebrew, and in another 
| Column by Englifo Letters. He fubjoins, + It may 

‘ be the Work of Fancy; but to me, I own, the 
<< jaft Stanza is the ftrongeft Pidure of Grief I 
‘s ever peruled. To my Ear, every Line in it ts 
«© either {welled with Sighs, or broken with Sobs.— 
«< Few have ever perufe ed this Lamentation with fo 
little Attention, as not to perceive it evidently 
animated with a Spirit truly martial and mag- 
‘¢ nanimous! It isa Lamentation of a brave Man 
«© over brave Men! It is, in one Word, a Lamen- 
* tation equally pathetic and heroic!” 
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ARTICLE XXVIIL. 


The Epiftles of M.'T. Cicero toM. Brutus, 
and of Brutus to Cicero; with the Latin 
Text on the oppofite Page, and Fnglifh Notes 
to each Epiftle. Together with a prefatory 
Differtation, in which the Authority of the 

Jaid Epiftles 1s vindicated, and all the Ob- 
jections of the Rev. Mr. Tunftall particu- 
larly confidered and confuted. By Conyers 
Mippvteton, D.D. Principal Library 
Keeper of the Univerfity of Cambridge. 
London: Printed for RichaArp Mansy, 
on Ludgate-Hill, over-againft the Old- 
Bailey, 1743. Od#avo. Pages 195 for the 
Epiftles; 127 for the prefatory Differtation. 


‘HE Authority of thefe Letters having been 
lately queftioned by Mr. Zunftall, Fellow of 

St. Fobn’s College, and Orator of the Univerfity of 
Cambridge, our Author thought it incumbent on 
him to appear in its Vindication, not only asan Edi- 
tor of the faid Epiftles, but as having made great 
Ule of them in his Life of Cicero, without intima- 
ting the leaft Scruple, or indeed without conceiving 
any about them. 

In order therefore to place this Argument in the 
cleareft Light, he lays before the Reader, firft, a 
fhort Hiftory of the Letters here publifhed, from 
the earlieft Tradition, to the Time of our Critic’s 
Attack upon them. 

It appears from the Accounts of the Ancients, 
that a Collection of Letters between Cicero and 
Brutus, was fubfilling many Ages after Crcero’s 
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Death. * This Collection then confifted of eight 
Boors; all of them probably written between the 
Time of Ce/far’s and of Cicere’s Death, concerning 
the memorable Events of that bufy Period, which 
included about a Year and an Half.—- 

As the original Letters of this Collection are. al- 
lowed even by our Critic to. have fubfified tll the 
Time of Platarch; fo we cannot fuppofe them to 
have been wholly loft in Rome and /taly, u'! the 
fin. | Declenfion of that Empire. —--- But after many 
Centuries of Gothic Barbarifm, whenever any Men 
of fuperior Tafte began to inquire after the Monu- 
- ments of the Ancients, Cicero’s Works were gene- 
rally the firft that were fought for in all Places. 
Petrarch, who flourifhed about the Year 1740, was 
the Lead rin this Search. He, by infinite Pains, 
got together feveral Duplicates of Cicero’s c: mmon 
Pieces. Among the reft, he was poffeffed of thefe 
very Epiftles. 

Petrarch’s Example improved the Tafte of his 
own, as well as of the fucceeding Ages, and in- 
fpired the Learned with the fame Zeal of hunting 
out of the Works of the Ancients, and particularly 
of Cicero. Among whom Poggius of Florexce, in 
the next Century, is faid to have brought into /ta/y 
the Copies of feveral of his Pieces, from the Council 
of Conffance, and to have been the firft Difcoverer 
of the entire Collection of his Epiftles to Atticus 5 
which, with thofe to his Brother Quintus, and the 
few shat were then found of thefe very Letrers to 
B.utus, were printed together in one Volume at 
Venice, A.D. 1470. 

Bur of the eight Books of thefe Letters, which 
anciently fubfifted, no more could be retrieved by 
the Curious of thole Times, than eighteen fcattered 


* TJ give the Reader all along, only our Author’s Affertions : 
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Epifties, which were publifhed in that firft Edition ; 
till fw or fevea more, rather Fragments than entire 
Letters of the fame Collection, happened to be 
found many Years after in Germany; which were 
printed likewife, and added to the common Edi- 
tions, tho? diftinguifhed in moft of them, as they 
continue flill to this Day, from ‘the exghteen which 
were before publifhed. Thefe eighteen, from their 
firft Appearance in the World, either in M. S. or 
Print, have generally paffled among the learned for 
the original Epifiles of Cicero and Brutus, The 
ret were fufpected a while by a few, but after a due 
Examination, obtained the fame Credit with the firft. 
This was the State of the Letters our Author 
has now publifhed, when Mr. Tunffall thought fit 
to attack them. He makes no Diftinétion be- 
tween them, nor afcribes more Authority to fome 
than to others.of them, but roundly condemns 
them all. Our Author, on the other Hand, 
is ready to agree with him; that if he can 
prove any one of them to be forged, he thall 
make very little Difficulty to give up the reft. 
Buc having attentively confidered his Arguments, 
they have only perfuaded him more ftrongly than 
ever, that the Letters in Difpute are really Originals ; 
and he doubts not but every Reader will be of 
his Mind, when they have perufed his Examination 
of this Critic’s particular Objections. | 
But before he cefcends to this Tafk, he dif. 
cuffes with him a preliminary Point or two, 
which feem to be of no fmall Moment towards des 
termining the main Queftion. For if upon his Au- 
thority, we muft believe the Epiftles to be {purious ; 
it might reafonably be expected, that he fhould give 
us fome Account at the fame Time in what Age, or 
by whom, they might probably be forged. But as 
he has not ventured to offer the leaft Conjecture on 
this Head, our Author confiders a little, at what 
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Time this imagined Forgery could poffibly be exc- 
cuted, 

‘© The Original Letters, as Mr. Tux/tall owns, 
¢¢ were extant to the Timeof Plutarch; and could 


“ 


. 


not therefore be loft, till the Purity of the Latin 
*¢ Tongue was loft: And asthere could be no Room 
“< for fuch a Forgery, as long asthe genuine Letters 
‘¢ were in Being; fo it is not credible, that in the 
“ following Ages of Barbarifm, a Sophift fhould 
be found, fo perfect a Mafter of Cicero’s Stile, 
and the pureft Tafte of Writing, as to impofe 
his Forgeries upon the ableft Critics, who have 
“¢ ever lived; or that he fhould think of putting 
«© fuch a Cheat upon the World, at a Time, 
«¢ when there was fcarce a Man, much lefs a Society 
<s of Men in it, who had any particular Refpect 
“ for Cicero, or made any Study of his Writings; 
«© or when thofe Writings lay difperfed and ne- 
« oleéted in diftant Parts of Europe, that he fhould 
<< be furnifhed with them fo largely, as to be able 
«¢ to execute a Work, which required an intimate 
«¢ Knowledge and Acquaintance with them all. 

«© Aoain; as the genuine Letters fubfifted, cll 
«¢ the Purity of the Latin was loft, fo thefe Re- 
<< matns, which are now in our Hands, were a¢tu- 
¢¢ ally in Being long before that Purity revived ;—— 
«¢ fothat, if they were really forged, as our Critic 
“¢ contends, they muft have been forged in the in- 
* termediate Ages of Ignorance; fince their own 
¢¢ Hiftory precludes us from afcribing them to any 
*¢ other Age. 

‘« For my own Part, as far as I am able to 
«¢ pidge, either from the Stile, or the Matter of 
<¢ them, I take them to be in all Points fo truly 
‘© Ciceronian, as to be perfuaded, that there has 
«© {carce been a Man in the World, from the Time 
« of Plutarch to that of Petrarch, who was capable 
s« of fuch a Forgery. Nay, from the Time even 
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6s of Auzuftus, we fee fo remarkable an Alteration, 
«¢ and gradual Declenfion of Language, in the very 
<¢ beft Writers of the fucceeding Ages, as could 
¢ hardly have failed of being dciftinguifhed, in a 
s¢ Series of many Letters, from the flowing Pe- 
ss riods of Cicero. The lower we deicend, the 
¢« Cafe is {till worfe ; and in Proportion, as we re- 
‘¢ move from the Age of Cicero towards that of Pe- 
‘© tvarch,the Difficulty increafes to a Degree almoft 
of Impoffibility. About the Time indeed of the 
‘¢ Reformation, the Men of Tafte and polite Let- 
‘¢ ters began to vie with each other in the Delicacy 
‘© of their Stile, anc, above all, in the Imitation of 
‘© Cicero: But it happens, that the fufpected Let- 
‘¢ ters were not only extant, but printed, long be« 
«¢ sore any Writers of this Clafs were in Being,” 
But if we had found a Sophift, capable of fuch 
a Work, and fettled the Time, in which he lived, 
yet another Queftion will occur, concerning the 
Ends that he propofed to himielf in undertaking it. 
Our Author fhews it could neither be the Acquifi- 
tion of Fame or ot Money. Mr. Zunftall indeed has 
affigned two, which he might poffibly have in 
View; firft, to draw up a Supplement to the Epiftles 
to Atticus, /6 as to carry ou the Hiftory, where thofe 
to Atticus drop it. But, fays our Author, ** when 
«¢ there had been eght Bvoks of thefe Letters ori- 
«¢ pinally fubfifting, whofe Lofs fuggefted the 
‘¢ Thought of forging others in their Stead, it 
‘© ig reafonable to tmagine, that he would have 
‘¢ carried on the Hiftory as far as thofe Books had 
‘© done; or given us at leaft a regular Series of 
‘© Letrers, and not, what we now find, a few un- 
<¢ connected Epiftles, with fome Fragments of 
‘¢ others, which appear to be the Ruins of a greater 
‘© Work; and inftead of continuing the Hiftory 
“© to the End of the Correfpondence between Cicero 
«© and Brutus, afford but a partial and broken De- 
“ cail 
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‘< tail of it, through four Months only of the twelve 
¢* which he had undertaken :to fupply.” 

The fecond End which Mr. Zuxflail has pro- 
vided for his Sophift, is, to vindicate Cicero’s Cha- 
ratter from the [mputation of Rafbne/s, in throwing 
too much Power into the Hands of Octavius. But, 
fays our Author, ** againft whom could this So- 
<¢ phift mean to defend Cicero? Why truly againft 
«¢ himfelf : For no body ever accufed him, but the 
¢ Author of thefe Letters, or no body, who had 
¢ not firft read and believed them to be genuine. 
«¢ — Qur Critic therefore, if he will be confiftent, 
* muft introduce two Sophiffs, inftead of one, in 
¢ his next Edition; the one to arraign, and the 
¢ other to defend Cicero.” 

And now, having difcuffed thefe preliminary 
Points, Dr. Middleton proceeds to the Examination 
of Mr. Zunfiall’s Objections, the Sum of which in 
general is this: 

That as he came frefo from the reading of Cicero’s 
genuine Letters, fo he perceived, that thofe to Brutus 
quanted the Beauty and Copioufne/s of the Ciceronian 
Diélion: That both Brutus and Cicero’s were drawn 
in the fame Stile and Mavner of Colouring, and 
trimmed up with fo much Art and Diligence, that 
they [eemed to proceed rather from Scholaftic Subtilty 
and Meditation, than from the genuine Alts and 
Affairs of veal Life: That when there had been fe- 
veral other Letters from Brutus to Cicero, and to 
Atticus, both before ana after the Time, in which 
thee are fuppofed to be written, it was ftrange that 
all thofe foould be loft, and thefe only remain, which 
appear to have been induftrioufy defigned for an Epi- 
logue to the Epiftles to Atticus: That thefe Reafons 
induced bim to fuf{peét , but upon looking farther into 
the Letters themfelves, he difcovered many Abfurdt- 
ties in the Senfe, Improprieties in the Language, 
many remarkable Predittions of future Events, both 
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on Brutus’s Side and on Cicero’s ; but what was moft 
material, a great Number of biftorical Faéts, not 
only quite new, but wholly altered, and fome even 
apparently falfe, and contradittory to the genuine 
Works of Cicero. 

Mr. Tunftall {upports this general Charge by par- 
ticular Proofs, and begins with fuch as relate to 
Hiftory ,; which he opens with two zotable Pa/jages, 
as he calls them, from Plutarch; wherein he gives 
an Account of the two famous Epiftles of Brutus ; 
the one to Cicero, the other to A¢ticus, which our 
Critic fuppofes Plutarch to have {een in the original 
Collection, that fubfifted in his Time. 

But thefe Paffages, which he quotes as favouring 
his Syftem, our Author has turned againft him: 
For, he fays, they agree very well in the main 
with the general Argument of the two Letters, 
which are itill extant. Mr. Zux/Pall had obferved, 
that there are jome manifeft Contradictions between 
them; the Principal of which is, that the genuine 
Letters, which Plutarch had feen, were written by 
Brutus, while be continued in\taly,; whereas thote, 
which are now in our Hands, are pretended to be 
written much later, when Brutus was in Macedonia. 
He mentions two other Contradictions of lefs Mo- 
ment, which our Author does not repeat, as being 
nothing to his Adverfary’s Purpofe;, ‘* fince thole 
«© who follow Fact and plain Senfe, would make 
«© no other Reflection upon them, but that Plutarch 
«© was negligent and inaccurate, as he is known to 
<¢ be in all his Lives, and the whole Difficulty 
«¢ would be folved.” 

But this Solution, we are told, cannot pleafe our 
Critic. It cuts fhort all Refinement, and leaves no 
Room for an Hypothefis; which he refolves to 
build upon thefe very Facts ; for he fubjoins, in the 
next Paragraph after them, That fome Sophift, bap- 
pening to read thefe true Sentiments of Brutus, in 

Plutarch, 
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Plutarch, or fome other Hiflorian, took the Hint to 
forge a Colleétion of Letters upon that Plan, and exe- 
cuted it accordingly; but without the leafi Regard 
to the Time, in which the original Letters were writ- 
ten; or without confidering, bow much earlier Plu- 
tarch bad placed the Faéts there mentioned, than he 
thought fit afterwards to place them; or how long 
before bis Account of the Matter; Otkavius bad been 
fafpetted, and Brutus had found Reajon to chide 
Cicero for his inconfideraie Refbnefs in making him 
fo great. But our Author fays, “* He muft be a 
«¢ ftupid Sophift indeed, who, after forming the 
«¢ Plan of a Work, by which he hoped to deceive 
‘¢ the World, could be fo carelefs in the Execution 
‘“¢ of it, as to contradict his Author in the very 
«s Articles, which he was borrowing from him.” 

Since Plutarcb’s Authority then is made the 
Foundation of Mr. Zun/fiaill’s Hypothefis, our Au- 
thor thinks it neceflary to enter fully into the Con- 
fideration thereof, and to ftate the real Merit of it 
as briefly as he can; efpecially, he fays, as it will 
afford us a Specimen of our Critic’s Judgment, and 
Manner of Reafoning through his whole Perform. — 
ance, 

Dr. Middleton had obferved, in the Preface to 
his Life of Cicero, ** that Plutarch was not fuffici- 
¢¢ ently qualified tor a Compiler of 2 Roman Hiflory, 
«© for Want of a comperent Skill in the Latin 
Tongue ; but if he had poffefied all the Talents 
requifite to that Character, yet the Attempt of 
«s writing the Lives of all the illuflrious Greeks 
‘© and Romans, was above the Strength of any 
«© fingle Man, of what Abilities and Leifure foever ; 
‘© much more of one who was perpetually engaged 
“¢ in public Bufine/s, and in giving Lectures of Pti- 
“< Jofophy to the great Men of Rome: That -his 
<¢ Lives therefore muft needs be imperfeét and fu- 
perficial ; — for the Truth of which he appealed 
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ss co that of Cicero; in which, befides the nume- 
«« rous Miftakes that have been charged upon it 
«¢ by the Learned, we fee all the imaginable Marks 
ss of Negligence, Inaccuracy, and. Want of due 
«+ Information.” 

In this Reflection our Author is fupported by the 
Concurrence of M. Secouffe, Member of the Royal 
Academy of Infcriptions, who had given the fame 
Judgment on Plutarch before him *. 

But the moft decifive Teftimony in the Cafe, is 
that of Plutarch himfelf; from whofe Writings our 
Author has produced feveral Paffages in Proof of 
what he has here alledged. ‘Thefe, he is perfuaded, 
will juftify the Judgment that he has given of this 
Ancient, as a Roman Hiftorian; which, he fays, 
inftead of flowing from any Contempt of him, with 
which Mr. Zanftall unjuftly charges him, is nothing 
more, in Effect, than what that Critic himfelf has 
declared ; and what every one, who reads Plutarch, 
without the Prepoffeffion of an Hypothefis, will-ne- 
ceflarily obferve from innumerable Faéts and In- 
{tances, . 

He cannot however quit this fruitful Topic, 
without adding one Remark more, not upon Pix- 
tarch’s Negligence, but Mr. Zunffali’s, to fay no 
worfe of it; who affirms, that the two Epiftles of 
Brutus, to which Plgtarch refers, were written be- 
fore Brutus /eft Italy 5 for this, fays he, és uot only 
manifest from the Context, but Plutarch hism/lelf ex- 
prefly declares it. Yet in the Account our Author 
has quoted of one of thofe Epiftles, Plutarch, as 
is obvious, fays not a Syllable about the Time of 
it; and the Context is fo far from fhewing it to be 
written while Brutus was in Italy, that, from the 
Facts and Circumftances annexed, it clearly fhews the 
contrary 3 viz. that it was written when Brutus was 


* Hitt. de ’Academ. Royal des Infcript. Tom. 5. p. 169, &c. 
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emploving Cicero’s Son in the Command of his Troops 
in Macedonia; while Cicero himfelf was in the 
Heighth of bis Power at Rome, after he had driven 
away Antony ; fent the two Con/fuls after him; and de- 
creed the Pretorian En/figns to Octavius: All whichdid 
not happen tll many Months after Brutus had quitted 
ftaly. Nor is our Critic’s Affertion true with Re- 
gard to the other Letter; for though the Context 
feems to imply, that it was written by Brutus in 
Ltaly, yet Plutarch fays nothing direétly about the 
Time of it. ** Should. we allow then all the 
“© Weight, that can be given to thefe two notable 
© Teftimonies of Mr. Zunjftall’s, yet they amount 
“s to no more than this; that, as far as we may 
‘< ouefs from the Context, one of the Letters was 
written in Jtaly, the other in Macedonia ; yet in 
neither Cafe, tho’ our Critic affirms it of both, 
does Plutarch fay exprefly, either when, or where, 
‘¢ they were written.” He calls the Epiftle indeed 
to Cicero, Brutus’s firft Epiftle; tho’ it was cer- 
tainly later than the other to ¢ticus: But that 
they were both written from Macedonia, is demon- 
{trably evident, our Author fays, as he fhall fhew 
by and by; “ tho’ Plutarch, according to his ufual 
«¢ Negligence, and as far as his Authority reaches, 
ss has made both the Place and the Time of them 
¢¢ uncertain. 

But tho’ Plutarch’s Authority be of little Force 
in this Queftion, our Author has another to com- 
bat, on which, perhaps, Mr. Tunffall may lay a 
greater Strefs; that is, his own: For he declares 
it to be Lis Opinion, that the two original Letters, 
which Plutarch had feen, were written before Bru- 
tus /eft Italy ; becaufe there were /ub/tantial Reafons, 
before that Time, for fu/petting OCtavius , and for 
cenfuring Cicero’s inconfiderate Rafbue/s, in making 
him fo great. 


o 


. 


o. 


& 
c 


~~ 


It 














Art.28. For NOVEMBER, 1742. 381 


It is furprifing, that a Man, who has made any 
Study of the Epifties to Atticus, can declare fuch 
an Opinion, which is directly confuted by a Series 
of thofe very Epiftles. And the Foundation of his 
Hypothefis muft be deftroyed, if this Point can- 
not be made good, that the original Letters between 
Cicero and Brutus were written at a different Time 
from the Letters now extant; and all Regard to 
Facts, and to Cicero’s Character, muft be facrificed 
tolthe Support of this favourite Hypothefis. Bur a few 
Extracts from the Letters themfelves will clear up the 
Matter, and let the Reader fee with what Judgment, 
as well as Modefty, Mr. Tunftall fo freely and fre- 
quently charges Cicero with an inconfiderate Rafbne's, 
and marvellous Eagernefs, in e{poufing the Interefts 
of Offavius, from the firft Moment of his landing 
at Naples. In Proof of this Point then, our Au- 
thor has quoted four or five Paflages from the Epiftles 
to Atticus; which, he fays, contain the whole that 
Cicero either tranfacted, or declared, or thought of 
Odavius, before Brutus left Italy: ‘* Which is fo 
“far from fhewing that inconfiderate Rafhnefs, 
“and marvellous Eagernefs, wherewith our Critic 
“ charges him, that it fhews juft the contrary ; the 
<¢ utmoft Caution and Referve ; and fuch a Diftruft 
“ of Offavius, as neither the greateft Civilities on 
‘“< Odfavius’s Part, nor the good Opinion which 
‘© Cicero had conceived of his Capacity, could over- 
‘“‘ rule.? Our Author proceeds, and evinces, by 
an Account of Cicere’s Difpofition and Behaviour 
in this critical Period, ‘* that Brutus Could have no 
“ Reafon, before his Departure from J¢aly, to 
** blame Cicero, on the Score of Ofavius; fince, at 
© that Time, Cicero had not taken any Step in Fa- 
** vour of him, nor, in all Probability, had fo 
“ much as fen him, from the Time of their firft 
“* Interview: And a Brutus had no Reafon to 
* complain of Cicero, during his Stay in Jtaly, fe 
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ss it is evident, from the fame Letters to Ayticys 


és that, in Fact, he did not complain of him, < 


«© ther on the Account of Oéfavius, or any other 
¢¢ Account whatfoever.” 

Our Author has faid a good deal more in the 
Proof of this Point, the Import of which is little 
if at all, different from what is here quoted. There. 
in we have the whole State of Cicero's Condu& to- 
wards Ofavius, during the Time of Brutu,’s Stay 
in Italy. As to what paffed afterwards, fince it 
does not relate to the prefent Argument, he refers 
the Reader to his Life of Cicero ; where we thal] 
find, he tells us, that his Conduct towards Offavius 
was, after this Time, ftill very referved and difi- 
dent, till the Exigencies of the Republic, and the 
immediate Ruin threatened to it by /xtony, made 
his clofing with his Interefls neceflary. And even 
then Cicero would not efpoufe them, till Of aviashad 
engaged to perform certainConditions which he judg- 
ed requifite for the Security of the Roman Liberty. In 
confequence of this Agreement, Cicero, on the rgth 
of December, firft recommended him to the Senate, 
and to the People, in a diftinét Speech to each; 
and on the ift of Faxuary following, procured a 
Decree, to inveft him with the legal Command of 
his Troops, together with the Rank and Enfigns of 
a Pretor. Thefe were the firft public Meaiures 
that Cicero enter’d into with Relation to Oéfavius; 
and the Foundation of what Brurus took Occafion 
to reproach him with many Months after. 

Our Author purfues this Matter fomewhat far- 
ther, and then fays, «© Thus have I fhewn, in Con- 
«« gradiction to Mr. Tunfiail’s declared Perfuafion, 
‘« and by that very Authority, on which he lays 
<< fo great a Strefs, that Brutus’s real Letters, as tt 
ss is exprefly delivered in thefe /ufpetted ones, wet 


‘s written from Macedonia, fome Time after the 
| “¢ Battle 
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«¢ Battle of Modena, and many Months after Bru- 
«> gus himfelf had left Ztaly.” 

And now we are to follow our Critic in his Ex- 
mination of the Epiftles themfelves, He begins with 
that of Brutus to Atticus, which he allows to be 
really a fine one: But after a {mall Cavil or two by 
way of Prelude, he difcovers in it two Contradic- 
tions to true Hiftory: The firft is this, that Cicero is 
there acculed of cenfuring the Ad of killing Cefar, 
and of reproaching Cadca for it as an Affafin; where- 
as the genuine Cicero conflantly applauded that Aét, 
and had a particular Frienafbip likewife with Cafca. 
But of this fome Account is given in the Life of 
Cicero * by our Author; and fomething more he 
adds in his Notes on the Epiftle itfelf: So thas 
nothing is faid of it in the Preface now before me. 

The fecond Contradiction is grounded on a Hint 
that Brutus drops in the End of the Letter, con- 
cerning certain Conditions offered to Atticus’s Daugh- 
ter, which he interprets of the Conditions of a Mar- 
riage ; and then declares, that Attica was but feven 
Years old at this Time, and could not therefore be 
ripe for Marriage ; being born, he fays, when Cicero 
was Pro-conful of Cilicia, whence be congratulated 
Atticus by Letter upon that Birth, in the following 
Words ; Filiolam tuam tibi jam Rome jucundam 
effe gaudeo 5 eamque, quam nunquam vidt, tamen &P - 
amo, €f amabilem effe certo fcio: Which our Au- 
thor tranflates thus, J am glad, that your little 
Daughter is fo good Company to you now at Rome ; 
and tho I never faw her, yet I love her, and am 
very fure that fhe is lovely. In which Words, tho? 
our Critic difcovers the clear Proof of a Birth, and 
4 Congratulation upon it, yet he cannot fee the leaft 
Tittle of either, or the leaft Probability, that they 
can admit any fuch Interpretation. He gives the 


* See Vol. II. p. 487, Not. and Let. 15. Not. 3. 
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Paflage a very different Turn, and it feems to be 
a natural one. —— He afterwards tells us, he could 
produce more Teftimonies to the fame Purpofe, and 
from the fame Letters, if what he has offered were 
not fufficient to fhew the Critic’s Objection to be 
wholly groundlefs, 

As to the other Epiftle of Brutus to Cicero, after 
giving itthe fineft Charaéter, that can be given ofan 
Epiftle, Mr. Tunffall leaves it to us, juft as he found 
it, without any other Reflection than that it contains 
nothing hiftorical. Since this then is fo perfect a 
Piece, that he can_ neither find nor invent an Ob- 
jection to it, we muft, our Author fays, neceffarily 
claim it as genuine, whatever may become of the 
reft. 

He proceeds to Cicere’s celebrated Letter, or 
Apology for himfelf, in Anfwer to Brutus; where, 
after fome trifling Exceptions to the Character given 
of Meffala, in which he difcovers the opperofe Dili 
gence of the Sopbift, he ftarts an Objection of more 
Weight, as he calls it, becaufe the fufpected Cicero 
here praifes Meffala, for having ftudied and ac- 
quired the beft Manner of Speaking ; whereas there 
had been a Difpute, between the true Cicero and 
Brutus, about that bef? Manner, which the Sophift 
muft needs bave been ignorant of, or be would never 
have touched upon that Topic. Our Author expofes 
the Weaknefs of this Objeétion. ‘* If Mr. Zunfall 
‘s imagines, that Brutus would have been affronted 
«+ by Uicero’s Mention of the beft Manner, becaule 
«s they had each a different Idea of it; or that he 
*« would have thought. the worfe of Mefala for 
«© ftudying that Manner, which Cicero recom- 
‘© mended ; he judges very weakly of thofe great 
«© Men: For notwithftanding their different No- 
«* tions of the moft perfett Eloquence, or Manner 
‘* of Speaking, Brutus certainly allowed Cicero to 
¢« be the belt Speaker of his Age: And ic was 
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¢ at his Defire, and for his Information, that Cicero 
«¢ drew up thofe oratorial Pieces, in which he illuf- 
<¢ trates his own Idea of the moft perfect Way of 
«© Speaking, and lays down Rules for the Attain- 
<s ment of it.’ As this then is a Cavil of no 
Force or Senfe, our Author drops it where he found 
it, and paffes on to the reft. 

But as I have by the foregoing Abftra& fuffici- 
ently fhewn the Nature and Defign of our Author’s 
prefatory Difcourfe, and the Reader can receive no 

reat Pleafure from a critical Difpute of this Sort, 
I fhall be lefs particular than I have hitherto been, 
in Regard to the Remainder ; only making a gee 
neral Mention of the Topics infifted on. To pro- 
ceed therefore, 

Mr. Tunftall next obferves, that this Letter fup- 
pofes M. Brutus to be the Author of faving Antony’s 
Life, when Czfar was killed, which he declares to 
be contrary to true Hiftory ; fince Decimus Brutus 
as he undertakes to prove, was the fole Advifer of 
that Step. 

Our Author has taken a good deal of Pains with 
this Objection, and has, I think, at Jength utterly 
fubdued it. He has given us, ** a clear and con- 
«< fiftent Story, pofitively attefted by three ancient 
«© Hiftorians, that M4. Brutus, and not Decimus, 
«© was the Author of faving Antony.” Nay, what 
is moft remarkable, he fays, the fame Faé& is con- 
firmed by Cicero himfelf, and in that very Letter, 
which our Critic has alledged to confute it, as he 
evinces by a Paffage that he has quoted from it. 

The Critic refers us on this Occafion to M. Mon- 
gault’s Authority and Comment upon the Place, 
which he thinks altogether in his Favour; and fo 
it would be, if our Author did not prove, that that 
Commentator was miftaken, and fhew how he came 
to be fo: He infers from this Inftance, “¢ whar 
‘¢ }ittle Dependance ought to be placed in Quef- 
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“ tions of this Sort, on fecond-hand Teftimonies, 
«¢ without recurring to the Originals.” . And fur- 
ther, from this unlucky Reference to Mr. Mongault, 
we plainly fee, “* that our Critic’s great Attempt, 
“49 corre? the falfe Tradition of Antiquity, was 
“© grounded at laft on nothing elfe but a grofs and 
«¢ palpable Error.” Ina Note upen this Place, our 
Author accules his Antagonift of fome Difingenuity 
tn the Ufe of the above-mentioned Teftimony. 

I pals over three or four other Objections to 
which our Author ingenioufly replies; that I 
might cite at length what he has anfwered, to that 
which Mr. 7. vinfoall draws from what he calls @ ma- 
nifeft and moft foameful Blunder, in the 14th Let- 
ter; where-Cicero fays, as towhat you write concern- 
ang the Sedition about C. Antonius, iw the 4th Le- 
gion, 8c. Upon which our Critic infults the poor 
Sophitt, for bis fcandalous Ignorance, tn not knowing 
avhat is mentioned fo fr equently in Cicero’s Philip- 
pics, thatthe 4th Legion, which is here faid to be 
evith Brutus in M lacedonia, was attually with Hir- 
tius at this Time before Modena. Now thus far 
eur Author allows, that the 4th veteran Legion was 
now fighting againfé Antony in Italy; “and on 
that Account is fo often celebrated in Cicero’s 
Philippics, that no Man, who had compiled thefe 
Letters, fo diligently as this Sophift is fuppofed to 
‘have done, could poffibly be ignorant of it. He 
allows likewile, that the Roman Legions were dif- 
tinguifhed, according to the Order of their Enroll- 
ment, by the Names “of the 2d, 3d, 4th, &c. Butto 
clear the Letters ftill further from. thismanifest Blune 
der, our Author takes it fora certain Faét, though Mr. 
Tunftall, it feems, doesnot knowit; ‘¢ Thatthe 
« Roman Generals, who had Occafion to raife new 
«¢ J.egions in diftant Parts of the Empire, ufed to 
« namethem according to the Order, in which they 
<t themfelves raifed them, without Regard to any 
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s; other Legions whatfoever.” Thus, he tells us, he 
has obferved in fome ancient Infcriptions, two di/tin® 
Legions, Called at the fame Time the 4th, viz. 
the 4th Scythian, and the 4th Flavian; the one 
having been raifed on the Confines of Scythia, and 
the other fomewhere elfe by Ve/pafian : And in Gru 
ter’s Colleftion, we may find fix or feven more un- 
der the fame Denomination, but diftinguifhed by 
different Surnames, drawn chiefly from the Places; 
in which they had been raifed, or had long refided ; 
as IIL. Cyrenaica, Gallica, Italica, Sorana, in Hif- 
pania, 8c. Thus Dio likewife, in a Catalogue of 
all the Veteran Legions, which had been kept up to 
his Time, from the Reign of ugu/fus, reckons 
three which were each feverally called, in different 
Parts of the Empire, by the Name of the third Le- 
gion; one in Phenicia, one in Arabia, and one in 
Numidia 3 two others alfo, called the 6b; one in 
Britain, and one in ‘Fudea; and in the fame Man- 
ner the 7th, 8th, and 101), appear likewife to have 
been Duplicates. 
“ Brutus therefore, when he made himfelf Maf- 
ter of Macedonia, having fecured ail the Veteran 
Troops in that Province, and raifed new ones, to 
the Number of five Legions, diftinguifhed them 
undoubtedly by the Order, in which he himfelf 
had raifed and placed them, without Refpect to 
any other Legions in the Empire. For in that 
Time of Confufion, when every General was 
“ raifing not only new, but hoftile and oppofite 
“© Legions, it was hardly poffible to diftinguifh them 
‘*¢ otherwife; fince it was not eafy to know, ei- 
“ ther the diftinét Number of the whole Empire, 
‘* or that of their particular Enemies. Dec. Bru- 
tus was at the Head of ten, or at leaft of /even 
“© Legions, all of them new : Ventidius at the fame 
“ Time had raifed three for the Service of Aatony ; 
* {o that Brutus, in giving an Account of the Se- 
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“© dition in his Army, could not mark out the par. 
“¢ ticular Legion, in which it happened, in any 
<c-other Manner, but that of the Order, in whichit 
«¢ ftood among his own five Legions.” 

I will not touch on any more of the Objeétions 
thatMr.Twn/tal/ has raifed againft the Genuinefs of the 
Epiftles now before us, from the Inconfiftencies with 
the true Eiiftory of that Time, which he pretends to 
detect inthem. But there are two, of a fomewhat 
different Sort, againft the general Character of the 
Epiftles, which € would not wholly pafs over : 
Firft, that they want the Beauty and Copioufne/s of 
the Ciceronian Stile; Secondly, that they are all 
drawn in the fame Stile and Manner of Writing, 
as: coming evidently from the fame Hand. 

Astothe firft, our Author fays, it is fo contempt- 
ibly fupported, that it is hardly worth while to take 
Notice of it. And really by the Examples which he 
has cited from Mr. Tuz/ftall, of the Paffages that Critic 
has collected, as futile, improper, too confufed, and hard 
in the Syntax, we are forced to agree with his Judg- 
ment of it. Such Cavils as thefe, he notes, might 
be formed from every Page of Cicero’s genuine E- 
piftles. Thus, 

In the Jaft of them to his Brother, which imme- 
diately precedes thisvery Collection we are defending, 
our Author, cafting his Eye upon the End of it, ob- 
ferved, ashe tells us, the following Sentence ; /ed 
faumus und tamen valde multum ; which confifts only 
of fix Words, and yet five of them dverbs. 
«© Now might we not declaim here with our 
“¢ Critic, upon the Poverty and Futility of the 
6s Digtion; that it wants the Beauty and Copia of 
“© rhe Ciceronian Stile 5 and cannot poffibly bes eccived 
© as Cicero’s? Yet Cicero himfelf tells us, that é& 
6 familiar Fpiftles, he was net at all fcrupulous a- 
6¢ bout the Choice of Words, but took the firft that 
« occurred from vulgar Ufe.” 


But 
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But in Truth, all Arguments drawn from Stile, 
are of too loofe and precarious a Nature, to have 
any great Weight in Queftions of this Sort ; there 
being no fettled Criterion to which we can apply 
them, but the different Tafte and Judgment of dif- 
ferent Men. Our Critic denies thefe Letters to be 
Ciceronian; yet the generality of the Learned have 
always been of acontrary Opinion. Manutius ufed 
to admire the peculiar Maje/ty of Stile in them, Our 
Author, for his own Part, takes Cicero’s Hand to be 
fo clearly difcernable in them, as renders it hardly 
conceivable, that they fhould have been written by 
any Body elfe. But if, as Mr. Tun/tall contends, 
they had been forged by any other after the Time 
of Plutarch, we fhould certainly find in them fome 
Phrafes of ajlater Origin and Uje, than the Age of 
Cicero; by reafon of the remarkable Change, which 
the Latin Tongue had undergone in that Interval ; 
in which many new Words were introduced, un- 
known to the Ciceronian Period; and the whole 
Turn and Fafhion of Writing quite altered. 

As to the fecond Objection, of an Identity of 
Stile in them all, it depends on the bare Word of 
our Critic. But tho’ it could not be thought ftrange, 
if in a Series of Letters, between two great Men of 
the fame Age and City, fome Similitude of Senti- 
ment ¢r Expreffion fhould happen to be found; 
‘¢ yet in thefe, every Man mui neceffarily difcern 
¢¢ as great a Difference, as can poffibly be expected 
‘¢ from the different Characters of the two Wri- 
‘6 ters.” 

Yet, what is the moft remarkable; Mr. Tun/tall, 
while he infifts upon thjs Ldentity of Stile, and 
even argues from it as an undoubted Fact; has him- 
felf endeavoured to prove the greateft Difference 
between the Letters, that can be imagined, between 
any of the molt different Writers; as our Author 
evinces by plain Examples, wherein we {ee the Critic 

afcribing 
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afcribing to Brutus’s all the Beauties, and to Cicero’s 
all the Faults that can poffibly be found in any 
Compofitions of that Sort. —— Nor is this lefs con- 
tradictory to another Reflection which, as our Au- 
thor remarks, he infinuates with equal Judgment in 
different Parts of his Work; “that the Sophift’s 
“© View in thefe Letters, was to vindicate Cictro’s 
“© Conduit and Charaéter : Since he affirms the only 
«* two Letters, which accufe him, to be the fineft 
«< and ftrongeft ; and Cicero’s Defence of himfelf, to 
“« be the moft trifling and contemptible in the whole 
“© Collection.” 

But our Author fays, the Matter of thefe Letters 
feems to be a ftronger Evidence for their Authority 
than their Stile. ‘* For it confifts of a great Vari- 
** ety of Facts, and feveral of them not touched 
«< upon by any other Writer ;° which could be known 
¢s only to thofe, who were intimately acquainted 
‘ both with the Conftitution of Rome, and the Af- 
<< fairs of thofe Times ; and are generally of fuch 
«< a Nature, as no Sophift would chufe for the Sub- 
«¢ ject of his Forgery, or venture to deal in fo free- 
«¢ ly; for fear of betraying himfelf, unlefs we fup- 
«< pofe him fo perfect a Mafter of all Hiftory, as to 
<¢ be affured, that it could furnifh nothing to detect 
«¢ him.” 

It isin this Manner, that our Author has examined 
all Mr. Tunftall’s Obje€tions, which he took to have 
any Weight, in the Order in which he has ranged 
them ; nor has he wilfully omitted any, but what 
are too trifling to deferve any notice; or are confi- 
dered by him in the Notes on the particular Paffages 
objeéted to. As for fuch as may arife from corrupt 
Dates, and the Confufion, in which the Epiftles 
have hitherto lain, they will, he tells us, be diffi- 
pated at once by the very Difpofition and Order to 
which he has now reduced them. 


a“ 
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I have nothing to do with the Reflections he 
makes on the Weaknefs, Difingenuity, and Con- 
termptiblenefs of his Adverfary, andthe Performance 
he is here examining: They are Things well enough 
becoming Dr. Middleton, but they are altogether be- 
fide my Purpofe in this Article. } 

To conclude, in his own Words ; fince thefe Let. 
ters have never yet been reduced to their proper Or- 
der by any of the Editors, but publifhed generally, 
asthey happened tobe thrown together by the firft 
Collectors of them, from imperfect and mutilated 
Copies; he has endeavoured to difpofe them in the 
very Order in which they were written, as far as 
it can be collected from the Matter of the Epiftles 
themfelves ; which will clear them from many of the 
Difficulties, and imaginary Contradictions, with 
which they have been charged. As tothe Latin 
Text, he has formed it from a Collation of the 
principal Editions, and the various Readings col- 
leéted by the fevera] Editors; efpecially by Viétorius, 
Manutius, and Lambinus. He has varied indeed 
in fome Places both from the printed and M S. Co- 
pies; but thefe Variations are rare and of little Mo- 
ment as to the Senfe ; yet fuch asthe Syztax feemed 
manifeftly to require. In his English Verfion, he 
has purfued the Maxim, which he laid down in the 
Life of Cicero, of attending in the firft Place to the 
Sentiment, and in the next, adhering to the Letter, 
as Clofely as the Genius of our Tongue would allow 
him to exprefs it in an eafy and familiar Manner; 
fuch as Cicero himfelf recommends for the Stile of 
an Epiftle. 


ARTICLE 
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ARTICLE XXIX. 


A compleat Index to Mr. Mavox’s Hiftory of 
the ExcHEQUER, /erving as a Gloffary to 
_ explain uncommon Words, to illuftrate the 
Original of Families and Cuftoms, and the 
Antiquities of the feveral Counties in Eng- 
Jand. Folto. London: Printed for John 
“verges at Mr. Boyle’s Head in Fleet- 
reet. 


HE foregoing Title indicates a general Ufe- 
Ty fulnefs of this Work, over and above its 
particular Serviceablenefs to the Hiftory of the Ex- 
chequer. ‘That was a noble Undertaking, was very 
favourably received by the World, and will conti- 
nue in Efteem, fo long as there is any Gentleman 
who would be acquainted with the Antiquities of 
this Country, as well as the State, at all Times, of 
that Court to which it more immediately relates. 
All who have that Hiftory, muft be defirous of an 
Index to it; and few, if any, would have wanted 
this before us, if the firft Proprietor had not kept 
it at a Price, (tho? not perhaps above its Value) be- 
yond what many would chule to give for it. But 
this is now fo far reduced, as to tempt all thofe to 
purchafe it, who are poffefled of the Hiftory itfelf ; 
and even feveral who are not, but to whom, how- 
ever, it may be abftractedly ferviceable. ‘The Ad- 
vantages that Antiquarians may derive from it, are 
well reprefented, in an Advertifement prefixed there- 
to by the Compiler; which here follows : 

«© The judicious Author of the Ai/fory of the 
sc Exchequer was pleated, towards the Clofe of his 
« Life, to diftinguifh the Compiler of this Index 
s¢ with frequent and familiar Converfation ; and, 

“© among 
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among other Inftances of Regard, did confult 
with him, and afk his Care in the Publication of 
Firma Burgi. 

«© That Labour, under the Author’s own Infpec. 
tion, being fatisfactorily perform’d, he fundry 
times mentioned, with great Regret, the Want 
of an Index in the Miffory of the Exchequer; and 
was fo explicit as to infift, that on Subjects of 
this Nature, the Index fhould contain Chronolo- 
gical References, and likewife fupply the Place 
of a Glofflary. a 
‘¢ The Dates of the King's Reigns therefore, in 
which particular Perfons lived, or filled fuch a 
Station, or enjoyed fuch an Eftate, or performed 
fuch an Action, are, at firft View, one obvious 


¢ Reafon of running out this Index to fo great.a 


Length. 

«© A Gloffary to explain uncommon Words can- 
not be without its Ufe, efpecially to Perfons not 
intimately acquainted with thefe Subjeéts: And 
it is hoped there is not a fingle Inftance through 
the whole, where the Author’s Explication of any 
Word is omitted, much lefs if it 1s explained by 
any original Inftrument. 

sc It is conceived, the Antiquaries will on many 
Accounts be indebted to this Index, in having 
thefe noble Materials, which, in fome Refpects, 
lay buried and concealed out of Sight, digefted 


; and brought into open Light. 


‘s The Antiquity of Families, and of our Laws, 
in numerous [nftances, may be reduced tq a fhort 
Inquiry from hence. | 
«¢ Hence likewife many Articles towardsa Chro- 
nicon-Preciofum may be gathered. 

<s The Heralds may be refcued from the Uncer- 
tainties arifing from Change of Names, or from 
Eftates and Titles defcending to Heirs-General, 


by Efnecy, or otherwile. 
| ‘© The 
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‘© The Original of the Names of Places may 
<< frequently be afcertained, by obferving the anci- 


a 


ent and different Orthography, which has been 
conftantly attended to. 
«¢ ] am perfuaded there is no Hiftory of any 
County in England, which will not receive fome 
Ornaments and Improvements from the Affemb- 
«s Jage of Perfons, Places, and Facts, here made; 
‘¢ the Earldoms and Baronies, with their Knights 
s¢ Fees ; the Sheriffs of Counties, and Proprietors 
of Manors; the Sergeanties annexed to Offices ; 
the feveral Sorts of Tenure, particularly of Ec- 
clefiafticks ; the Eitates and Endowments of 
“© Bifhopricks and Religious Houfes, being fome 
¢¢ of the many Curiofities crowded into this Trea- 
‘¢ fure.” 
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ARTICLE XxXx. 


fA General Syftem of SURGERY, in Three 
Parts. Containing the Doctrine and Ma- 
nagement, 1. Of Wounds, Fraétures, Luxa- 
tions, Tumours, and Ulcers of all Kinds, 
Il. Of the feveral Operations performed on 
all Parts of the Body. Wil. Of the feveral 
Bandages applied in all Operations and Dif- 
orders. The whole illuftrated with Thirtye 
eight Copper-Plates, exhibiting all the Ope- 
rations, Inftruments, Bandages, and Improve. 
ments, according to the modern and moft ap- 
proved Praétice. To which ts prefix’d, an 
Introduction concerning the Nature, Origin, 
Progrefs, and Improvements af Surgery ; 
with fuch other Preliminaries as are necef- 
fary to be known by the younger Surgeons. 
Being a Work of Thirty Years Experience. 
Tranflated into Englifh from the Latin of 
Dr. Laurence Herster, Profefor of 
Phific and Surgery in the Univerfity of 
Helmftadt, Fellow of the Royal Society, 
London, and of the Royal Academy at 
Paris, &c. London: Printed for Meffieurs 
Innys, Davis, Clark, Manbey, and Whitton, 
Sold alfo by Jacob Robinfon, at the Golden 
Lion zm Ludgate-ftreet, xear St. Paul’s. 


HE Author of this excellent Work has given 

us the Hiftory of ic in his Preface, with 

which he has intermixed fome Account of his own 
Studies and L.abours. 

| After 
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After having ftudied Phyfic with great Affiduity 
above four Years in the German Univerfities, his 
Affections being ftrongeft for Anatomy and Sur- 
gery, he tells us, led him to thethencelebrated Pro- 
feflors Ruyscu and Raw at Amfterdam, in the 
Year 1706, whofe Anatomical and Chirurgical De- 
monitrations he diligently attended for about theSpace 
of a Year; during which Time he was alfo employed 
in frequent Diffections, and in trying Chirurgical 
Operations upon dead Subjeéts; in the mean Time 
omitting no Opportunities of being prefent at the 
Performances of any confiderable Operations by 
thefe Profeflors, or by the other eminent Surgeons 
of the fame City. 

And being defirous of all Helps to render him- 
felf {till more expert and fuccefsful in the Praétice 
of this Art, he went in the Year 1707 from Aol- 
land to the Dutch Camp in Brabant, that he might 
obferve the Practice of the Englifb, Dutch, and 
German Surgeons, who there attended. Thus he 
fpent that whole Summer in the Hofpitals of the 
Camp, for the Sake of Improvement. But in Au- 
tumn he went from Brabant to Leyden, and {pent 
the whole Winter in attending the Leé¢tures of the 
then celebrated Profeffors in that Univerfity, Brp- 
100, ALBINUS Senior, and BoERHAAVE; and 
thus he continued till the Beginning of the Summer 
1708. After which, having taken his Degree of 
Doftor, he returned again to the Camp, where he 
found large Opportunities of learning and improve- 
ing himfelf in Surgery, from the Multitude wound- 
ed, €f?c. in the fevera] bloody Fights, particularly 
at the Siege of Liffe, and the Battles of Oudenarde 
and /ynendale. Upon the Approach of Winter 
again, he was determined to fettle in the Practice of 
Piyfic and Surgery in Holland at Amfterdam, partly 
from the Delight he had in the Country, and partly 
through the Solicitations of the famous Ru ee 

ere 
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Here therefore he ftaid the Winter, and Part of the 
enfuing Spring, teaching Anatomy and Surgery to 
Students and Gentlemen, as Raw had done before 
him, who was now rejected for his Mifbehaviour. 

The following Summer, in 1709, he had ftill a 
{trong Defire to follow the Camp, to become more 
and more perfect in the Praétice of Surgery; and 
Tournay being at that Time invefted by the Confede- 
rate Army in Fianders, he was, by the Recommen- 
dation of his Friend Ruyscu, appointed Phyfician 
to the Camp-Hofpital for the Hollanders ; fo that 
he had now an Opportunity of performing all the 
chirurgical Operations which offered in the Camps 
and adjacent Cities, which he generally executed 
with Succefs. After the taking of Zournay, the 
Confederate Army marched to befiege Mons, near 
which the French Army was alfo aflembied. That 
however did not prevent the Allies from invefting 
and taking the City, before which the numerous 
Army had firft fuch a bloody Battle, that the 
Wounded were brought in upon the Surgeons in 
Crowds, and their Number continually increafing, 
from the uncommon Heat of the Combat, every 
one had his Hands now full of Bufinefs, and infi- 
nite Calls for the Practice of his Art; for the Num- 
ber of the Wounded, on the Side of the Hollanders 
amounted to above five thoufand. Our Author 
had here therefore an ample Occafion to extend the 
Bounds of his Practice. | 

After the Army had entered into their Winter- 
Quarters, and the wounded Men recovered, he re- 
turned again to Amfterdam, where he continued his 
Anatomical and Chirurgical Demontftrations this Win- 
ter as before; and, in the mean Time, he never re- 
fufed his Affiftance at the Operations of the other 
Surgeons there. 

But in the Beginning of the Spring following, 
1710, he was, beyond all Expectation, called be 
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the Republic of Norimberg, to teach Anatomy and 
Surgery, as public PRorgssor in the Univerfity of 
Altorf. Being therefore unwilling to negleét this 
honeft and ufeful Calling, having obtained Leave 
from the Republic, he firft made a Tour into Great- 
Britain, where he was from Spring to Autumn, 
collecting every Thing new in the feveral Branches 
of Phyfic; and then, returning to Norimberg, and 
Altorf, he afflumed his new Profefforfhip. 

In this Station, he was under a Neceffity of 
teaching publicly, among the other Parts of Pdy- 
fc, that moft ancient, ufeful, and neceflary Branch 
of it, which we call Surgery, and which he had 
before taught privately during the two preceding 
Winters in Holland ; but in doing this, he was per- 
plexed for want of a convenient Manual, or com- 
pendious Syftem of the Art, to affift and inform 
thofe Learners who attended his Lectures. To our 
want of fuch a Compendium, he alfo attributed the 
general Ignorance and Infufficiency of the young 
Surgeons and Students in this Branch of Phy/fc, 
which at that Time univerfally prevailed, through 
Germany efpecially. And from the fame Caufe, 
the Generality of our Surgeons being unequal to the 
more dithcult Operations, were content with being 
able to fecure a flight Wound, open a Vein, or Ab- 
fcefs, or at moft to fet a Fracture, and reduce a 
Luxation ; leaving thofe Diforders and Operations 
which required the greateft Skill, to the Manage- 
ment of daring Quacks, and itinerant Operators, 
with which Germany at that Time {warmed. 

If any one examines the beft Books which were at 
that Time confulted, not only by our Surgeons, but 
alfo by our Univerfity Profeffors, for teaching and 
learning the Art, it will readily appear how infufhi- 
cient they are to give a juft Notion of any one 
Branch, much more of the whole Syftem of Sut- 
gery. Since they defcribe only a few of the Opera- 
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tions, and thofe too imperfeétly ; taking little or no 
Notice of the Doétrine and Treatment of Wounds, 
Fractures, Luxations, Tumours, and Ulcers, which 
make the moft confiderable Part of Surgery, and 
in which a Learner ought to be moft fully inftruéted. 
It is true, the Works of Guipo CauLianus, 
AQUAPENDENS, Parry, ScULTETUS, SOLIN- 
GEN, and fome other Writers of the laft Century, 
are very full and explicit in all or moft of the Ope- 
rations, and the five Kinds of Diforders before- 
mentioned ; but even in thefe we muft not expect to 
find the many Improvements, Emendations, and 
Difcoveries made by the Moderns: and their Prac- 
tice being moftly obfolete, they muft confequently 
be unfit for the Inftruétion of Learners, And it is 
an Objection to many of our Books in Surgery, of 
a more modern Date than the preceding ; that they 
have been either compiled by Phyficians, little con- 
verfant in chirurgical Diffe€tions aad Operations, in 
which many of the old Errors are continued, and 
not a few Things ftated otherwife than will be found 
in Praétice; or elfe they have been reftrain’d to 
one or two Subjects only, as the Bones, Wounds, 
Tumours, Bandages, Operations, &?c. befides their 
being wrote either in the learned, or a foreign Lane 
guage, unknown to moft of our Surgeons, 

Thefe, Mr. Heifer fays, were chiefly the Mo- 
tives chat firft induced him to attempt the Compo- 
fition of a chirurgical Syftem, to be fubfervient to 
his own Leéctures and Auditors ; in doing which he 
endeavoured to take in all the more ufeful Parts 
both of our ancient and modern Writers in every 
Branch of Surgery, rejecting what appeared ufelefs 
or obfolete, and comparing or correcting the whole, 
conformably to his own Experience, and what he 
had feen in the Practice of the Art under many of 
the moft fkilful Surgeons and Phyficians. And 
thus, from time to time, le endeavoured not only 
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to correct and compleat his Collections and Remarks, 
fo as to take in every, even the minuteft, Part of 
Surgery ; but alfo he digefted and difpofed the 
whole in the Method which appeared to him the 
moft natural, and the beft adapted both for the 
Teacher and Learner. 

Thefe, his firft Labours, he writ originally in 
Latin, in which Language they were alfo delivered 
to his Hearers, and permitted to be tranfcribed by 
them ; but confidering the immenfe Fatigue that 
this Method cf obtaining it gave the Student, and 
the Time thereby loft to him, Mr. Heiffer was at 
length determined to publifh it in Latin, in the 
Manner he had then compofed it. But then, again, 
confidering the Ignorance of theGerman Surgeons, at 
that Time of Day, as well in the Larin Tongue, 
as in their own Profeffion, it being chiefly intended 
for them, he judged it moft convenient to print it 
in the German Language ; thar fo both the Learned 
and Ignorant of the Latin, might have the fame 
Benefic of it. Accordingly, he cranflated and fent 
it to the Prefs inthe Year 1717, and in the Year 
following, 1718, it was publifhed as his Surgery, 
in Quarto, at Noriméerg, being illuftrated with 
Copper- Plates, exhibiting the beft Inftruments, €c. 

M. Heifter intended toon after to have publifhed 
it in Latin, for the Sake of Foreigners.; but in the 
Year enfuing, he received a Call to the public Pro- 
fefforfhip of Anatomy and Surgery in the fulian Uni- 
verfity of Helmffadt, from his Britannic Majefty, 
as Duke of Brunfwic and Lunenburg, which created 
him fo many Avocations, as delayed that Edition 
very much beyond his Inclination or Defign. How- 
ever, being folicited thereto, as well by many learned 
Phyficians and Surgeons of other Nations, as by 
his Bookleller at dmfferdam, he made a fhift to fur- 
mount all Obftacles, and fent it into the Worlds 
3 many Places much enlarged and amended beyond | 

any 
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any of the preceding Editions. Herein he has en- 
deavoured to prefent the young Practitioner with the 
whole Body of Surgery together, that Learners efpe- 
cially may not have their Knowledge to feek in 
many different Books, by turning over fome upon 
Wounds ; others upon Fractures, Luxations, Tu- 
mours, or Ulcers; and others again upon Opera- 
tions, Inftruments, or Bandages ; all which are here 
fuficiently explained, not only for the Inftruction 
of Learners, but all the Purpofes of the more ad- 
vanced, The Engiifs Tranflation of this Work, 
now before us, is in Quarto, neatly printed, con- 
fifting of 388 Pages, befides the Copper-Plates and 
other A ppendages. 


ART ICL. EE Saee 


'HE eighth Volume of Mr. Rollin’s Roman 
Hiftory was publifhed fome time fince at Pa- 
vis ; from whence it has been imported hither. At 
the Entrance of it we have M. Rollin’s Elogy, 
which was fpoken by MM. de Boze, in the Royal 
Academy of Belles-Lettres, according to Cuftom, 
November 14th, 1741, foon after the Deceafe of 
that moft excellent Man. The Subftance of it is as 
follows : 

CHARLES Rouuin, fecond Son of Peter Rollin, 
a Mafter-Cutler at Paris, was born there on the 
goth of Fanuary, 1661, and, was defigned, as well 
as his elder Brother, for the Trade of his Father. 

A Benedictine, whom our young Spark frequent- 
ly went either to hear, orto ferve at Mafs, the 
Church where he officiated being in the Neighbour- 
hood, was the firft who difcovered his extraordinary 
Inclination to Letters. He was acquainted with his 
Mother, who was, in her Way, a Woman of Merit ; 
he fpoke to her upon this Head, and abfolutely in- 
fifted on her breeding him a Scholar. She had a 
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Sort of internal Impulfe, which had diétated to he 
fomewhat like this, with Relation tothe Lad; but 
it was always oppofed by apparently fuperior Rea- 
fons, She was left a Widow, with nothing to fup- 
port her but the Continuance of her Hufbands Bufi- 
nefs, She had only her two Sons to affift her in the 
carrying it on; and She was by no Means ina Con- 
dition of giving either of them an Academical Edu- 
Cation. | 

The good Benedictine ftill perfifted in his Solici- 
tations ; and the principal Obftacle to his Views be- 
ing removed by his getting him on the Eftablifhment 
of the College of Eighteen, the Fate of young 
Rollin was in Confequence of this Incident decided, 
and from this Moment he became as it were a quite 
different Perfon from. what he had feemed to be be- 
fore, even in the Eyes of his Mother. 

She began to perceive in him more Genius and 
Underftanding, and more Delicacy in the Marks of 
his Refpeét and Submiffion to her than heretofore. 
She foon became fenfible of the Progrefs he made in 
his Studies, by the Reports fhe had of it from all 
Parts, and which every one {poke of with a fort of 
Aftonifhment: And what undoubtedly enhanced her 
Pleafure, was to fee the Parents of his Fellow Stu- 
dents, the moft eminent by their Birth, or the Rank 
they held in the World, fend or come to her them- 
felves, entreating her to confent to her Son’s paffing 
the Holy Days with theirs, and being the Compa- 
nion of their Recreations, as well as of their Exercifes. 

At the Head of thefe illuftrious Petitioners, we 
may reckon M. Peletier, Minifter of State, whofe 
two elder Sons were of the fame College, and had 
found a formidable Competitor in this new Comer. 
Their Father, who knew better than any one the 
Advantages of Emulation, fought only to encreafe 
it in-his Children. When our young Penfioner was 
Emperor, as olten happened, he made him the fame 
| Prefent 
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Prefent as he ufed to beftow on his own Sons, on 
the like Occafion; and thefe at the fame Time 
loved him, altho’ he was a Rival: They carried 
him in their Coach wherever they went; when he 
vifited his Mother, they attended him: And one 
Day, when fhe, obferving him take Place of them 
without any Ceremony, gave hima fort of Re- 
primand, as guilty therein of a Breach of good 
Miannoers 3 their Tutor humbly anfwered, that M, 
Peletiey had ordered their Rank in the Coach, 
fhould always correfpond with that which they held 
in the Clafs. 

This Specimen of the Succeis of Mr. Rollin’s 
Application to Literature, may fuffice, without en- 
tering into a more particular Detail of the Honours 
that were paid him on the Score of his uncommon 
Attainments. However there is another Inftance, 
not to be paffed over; viz. That ftudying Rhetoric 
at Plefis, under the celebrated M. Herfan, who de- 
lighted in redoubling the Ardour of his Pupils, by 
diftinguifhing them with honourable Epithets, that 
worthy Profeffor declared publickly, that he could 
think of none honourable enough to denote young 
Rollin, whom he was often tempted to ftile Divine. 
He frequently direéted fuch as applied to him for 
Pieces either in Verfe or Profe, to this beloved Scho- 
lar: Addre/s yourfelf to him, he was ufed to fay; 
be can furnif you better than I. 

Being earneftly folicited by that great Minifter 
M. de Louvois, whofe Requeft he could not deny, 
to quit du Pleffis, and attach himfelf entirely to the 
Education of the 44bé de Louvois, his Son, a Child 
of great Expectation; Mr. Rollin, tho’ but two or 
three and twenty Years of Age, was the only Man 
whom the Univerfity thought worthy of fucceeding 
him. No one but himfelf judged otherwife, and 
it was not without a kind of Violence that he was 


prevailed upon to accept even of the Under-Profef-- 
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forfhip ; a Place Mr. Herfan had alfo filled before 
his Advancement to the Rhetoric Chair, which Mr. 
Rolfin in like Manner filled fome Years after: And 
what compleated theConformity between the Circum- 
ftances of thefe two, in this Cafe, is, that Mr. Her- 
fan, who had, over and above, the Reverfion of the 
Chair of Eloquence at the College- Royal, refigned 
that likewife, with che King’s Confent, in Mr. Rol- 
lin’s Favour. 

The Duty of compofing Tragedies for the Dif- 
fribution of the Prize at the Clofe of each Year, 
was the only Thing that a little embarraffed our 
new Profeffor. However fenfible he was otherwife 
of the Beauties of the ancient Dramatic Poets, he 
was thoroughly perfuaded that thefe Reprefentations 
were no Way convenient in Colleges, where they 
only mifemployed the Time both of the Preceptors 
and Pupils: And this calls to Mind, that M le 
Peletier being defirous of having one of thefe En- 
tertainments exhibited at his Houfe, by the young 
Gentlemen his Sons, and their Clafs-Fellows, Mr. 
Rollin was the only one who could not be prevailed 
on to act any Part in it. A certain Ingenuity of 
Difpofition, infeparable from every Part of his Cha- 
racter, would not permit him to affume any which 
was not truly his own, even for one Moment. 

Excepting this Article, no Profeffor ever exercifed 
his Funétions with greater Approbation and Praife. 
He often made Latin Orations, wherein he cele- 
brated the moft remarkable Events of the Times ; 
fuch as the firft Exploits of the Dauphin, the Taking 
of Philipfourg, and the following Campaigns. But 
the Greek always in his Opinion merited a Sort of 
Preference. It began to be negleéted in the Schools 
of the Univerfity : He revived the Study of it; 
and he may be faid to be the real Reftorer of that 
noble Language. He very much regretted the Dif- 
ufeof maintaining Difputations therein, The younger 
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M. Aoving and he gave the Jaft Examples in that 
Way; and not having Authority enough to re-efta- 
blifh the Cuftcm, he introduced another, rather 
more advantageous; 1 mean public Exercifes on 
the ancient Greek and Latin Authors. He pitched 
upon the youngeft of M. /e Pelert:r’s Sons ior the 
firft Pertormers in this Way; and the Applaufes 
they gained, excited in the other Colleges an Emu- 
Jation which has not abated to this Day. Mr. Roj- 
lin ufually enhanced the Glory of thefe Exercifes by 
congratulatory Poems, addrefled fometimes to thofe 
who made them, at other Times to their Parents ; 
feveral of which are printed. With thefe Talents 
he joined an indefatigable Zeal, and fuch a pene- 
trating Faculty of dilcerning the Bent and Genius - 
of others, that he could immediately fee what any 
one was capable of, and for what Courfe of Study 
they were beft qualified. He had a Way to check 
the Impetuofity of fome, to raife the Courage of 
others, to manage the Delicacy of one Temper, 
to overcomean others Indolence ;] and by thefe Means 
it was that he formed fo many eminent Scholars, fo 
many excellent Profeffors; and that he fupplied the 
Clergy, the Magiftracy, and even the Army, with: 
Subjects of the greateft Merit. 

At the End of eight or ten Years he quitted the 
Profefforfhip at Plefis, to give himfelf altogether 
up to the Study of ancient Hiftory; retaining no 
other public Poft befide the Chair of Eloquence at 
the College-Royal, which he held as yet only in 
Reverfion, without any Salary: But he had fix or 
feven hundred Livres a Year Rent, and he thought 
himfelf extremely rich. . 

The Univerfity, which very fenfibly experienced: 
the Difadvantage of Mr. Rollin’s Retreat, did not 
hefitate long about recalling him. She nominated 
him Reétor towards the End of the Year 1694, and 
he continued to be fo two Years fucceffively, which: 

was 
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was then a fingular Honour. In this Quality he twice 

onounced in theSordonne the Panegyric on Lewis 
RV. which the City had eftablifhed a Fund for cele- 
brating annually. Never was there feen in that Place 
a more numerous or noble Audience. Thefe two 
Declamations were confidered as Mafter-Pieces in 
their kind; the laft efpecially, which had for its 
Obje& the Foundation of the Invalids, But as this 
particular Topic could not exhauft the fertile Ima- 
gination of our Orator, he that Day diftributed 
among the illuftrious Affembly an Ode on the other 
Embellifhments of Paris. 

The Expiration of Mr, Rollin’s Rectorate did not 
fet him quite at Liberty. The Cardinal de Noailles 
entreated him to take Charge of the Education of 
his Nephews, who were at the College of Laon; 
and he occupied himfelf therein with Pleafure, when 
M. Vittement, being advanced to the Preeceptorfhip 
of the Children of France, defired above all Things 
to refign to him his Coadjutorfhip of the Principa- 
licy of the College of Beauvais. Mr. Rollin was 
extremely unwilling to engage in this Affair; and 
it appears by fome Letters of M. ??4bbé Duguet’s, 
that it was he who at laft. determined him to accept 


it. 

‘The College of Beauvais, at this Time fo flou- 
rifhing, was then in a Manner a Defart, with but a 
few Scholars, and no Difcipline: And what feemed 
to quafh all Hope of being able ever to retrieve 
the Condition of it in either Ref{peét, was its being 
united with another College in the very fame Cir- 
cumftances. However, its Scate was prefently mended 
underjthe Government of Mr. Rollin. It became fa- 
mous for its Inftitutions and CEconomy ; Pupils 
crowded in from all Parts, who infifted on being 
received, end would take no Denial, even when 
no Room was left for their Entertainment: No 

iconvepiencies were thought too great to undergo, 

for 
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for the Sake of learning under the Direction of Mr. 
Rollin. 

In 1712 he quitted the Principality of Beanvais, 
to refume with the greater Tranquillity the firft In- 
tention of his Studies. He began with 9uintilian, 
whom he very much efteemed, and whom he was 
forry to fee fo much neglected. He retrenched 
every Thing in that Author which he found to be 
of no Service for forming Orators or Gentlemen: 
He explained the Method and Defign of his Edi- 
tion of this valuable Writer, in an elegant Preface : 
He inferted at the Head of each Chapter a Sum- 
mary of its Contents: He illuftrated the Text by 
fhort but judicious Notes: And the Impreffion was 
finifhed and publifhed in two Volumes, Duodeci- 
mo, at the Beginning of the Year 1715. 

The Univerfity, to which he was thus always 
dear, and always ufeful, charged him with atempo- 
rary Employment in fome time of the Year 17193 
and this was the pronouncing a folemn Harangue, 
by way of Acknowledgment for a Royal Favour 
then conferred upon it, by Lewis XV. who had 
juft fettled among them an /nffrudtion Gratuite.* 
The Subject was grand, and the Loftinefs and Mag- 
nificence of his Expreffions were adequate to the 
Occafion: He fpoke, as a confummate Mafter, of 
the Order, Choice, and Relifh of Studies; and 
what he then faid upon thofe Topics, kindled in his 
Hearers an ardent Defire of hisone Day favouring 
the World with a finifhed Treatife on thefe Matters. 

The Univerfity judging alfo chat its ancient Sta- 
tutes needed fome Alteration in thefe Points, and 
that no Body was better qualified for amending them 
than Mr, Rollin, fhe again appointed him Reétor 
in 1720: But fome particular Incidents fo far 


* Whether this fignifies a Profefforfhip or Scholarfhip, . I owa 
T dont know; and chere‘ore 1 have ufed the original Terms 
withoct venturing upon an uncextain Tranfla.ion of them. 
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abridg’d this fecond Reétorate, that the Projeét now 
mentioned was not purfued, and he had Leilure to 
employ his whole Time in compofing his Method of 
reaching and ftudying the Belles Lettres. He di- 
vided this Work into four Volumes; two of which 
he publifhed in 1726, the two others in 1728. 

Encouraged by the general Approbation of 
this Performance, he entered on another of a 
much larger Extent; but which however very 
properly followed the foregoing: This was his An- 
cient Hiftory of the Egyptians, Carthaginians, A/- 
fyrians, Babylonians, Medes, Perfians, Macedoni- 
ans, and Greeks. He was in hopes at firft of com- 
prizing this in fix or feven Volumes ; but his Sub- 
ject infenfibly carried him on tothirteen. Thefe all 
came out between the Years 1730 and 1738, both 
inclufive. Inthe latter of thefe Years, the two laft 
Volumes of the ancient Hiftory were publifhed, and 
alfo the firft of the Reman; of which latter five were 
abroad in the World at the Time of the Author’s 
Death, the fixth and feventh were then likewife 
printed, and had been out ’ere that melancholly E- 
vent, but that they waited for the Maps which were 
neceflarily to accompany them. The eighth now 
before us, is the firft that can be truly deemed poft- 
humous ; the ninth, continued by a very able Hand, 
brings the Story down below the War againft the 
Cimbri, which preceded the Battle of étium but 
about L.XX Years; where Mr. Rollin intended the 
Conclufion of his Work. 

The Public will perhaps alfo demand this great 
Man’s Latin Orations, as none of them have been 
hitherto printed, and yet none of them probably 
which do not deferve to be fo. One of thefe is par- 
ticularly celebrated by our Elogiit, viz. that he 
pronounced in 1701, two Years after his Entrance 
into the College of Beauvais, on King Philip’s Ac- 
ceffion to the Crown of Spain. 


As 
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As for his Poems, more Care has been taken of 
them. In 1727, feveral of them were inferted in a 
Mifcellany of choice Pieces; and befide thofe that 
have been already mentioned, there are a great 
Number in Being of equal Force and Beauty. If 
the Preference was to be adjudg’d to any one of 
thefe, his Latin Tranflation of Boileau’s Ode on 
the taking of Namur would have the greateft Num- 
ber of Suffrages. 

Several Epigrams of his are alfo preferved, al- 
moft each of which has its peculiar Excellency. 
For Inftance, 1t would be hard to find one fitter to 
juftify the Character of a divining Faculty, com- 
monly enough attributed to Poets, than that which 
he fent inthe Year 1695, the firft of his Reétorate, 
to a little Son of M. le Peletier, who was then but 
five or fix Years old. One Candlemas Day he or- 
dered a Wax Taper to be carried him, inthe Name 
of the Univerfity, like that which was ufually pre- 
fented to the firft Prefidents; and atthe fame Time 
wrote him Word, that he muft accuftom himfelf to 
receive that Honour; and that he muft above all 
Things endeavour to render himfelf worthy of it, 
becaufe the firft Prefidence was a Poft which Themis 
herfelf had deftined for him, after fhe had therewith 
invefted his Father. 


Te manet hac fedes, fummum Themis ipfa Tribanal, 
Vera cano, Patri deflinat, inde tibt. 


They were then far diftant the one from the other; 
but the Father was in Fact firft Prefident twelve 
Years afterwards, and the Son is fo at this Day. 
Our Elogift mentions another Epigram that carried 
in ita pretty Conceit; Bue Mr. Rodlin’s Charatter is 
not to be heightned by fuch Trifles; only in the 
former, there was really fomewhat fingular, on Ac- 
count of the Prediction which it proved. Our Elo- 
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gift fpeaks of two or three other of his Performances 
in Poetry; as likewife of the Efteem which fevera} 
Perfons of Note, and even Princes, both at home 
and abroad, had of him and his Writings, 

The King had named him one of the Affociates 
of the Royal Academy of Infcriptions and Beles 
Lettres, upon its Re-eftablifhment in 1701. When 
he afterwards found himfelf, as he thought, incapa- 
ble of performing the Duty of that Place, by Reas 
fon of the Urgency of his Bufinefs at the College 
of Beauvais, he demanded his Quietus. It was 
granted with all the Diftinction due to his Merit, 
and he continued, notwithftanding, to be as much 
in Love with the Tranfaétions of that illuftuftrious . 
Society as ever. He appeared there as often as he 
could, and efpecially on all public Occafions ; not 
only, as he was ufed to fay, becaufe he had there 
an Opportunity of perufing a great many Pieces 
from which he could draw fome Improvement, but 
becaufe he was defirous, on his Part, to teftify the 
profoundeft Refpeét to the hiftitution, When he 
undertook his ancient Hiftory, he laid the Plan of 
it before the Academy ; he afked their Permiffion 
to infert therein, whatever he could find ferviceable 
to his Subjeét in their printed Memoirs, and alfo 
requefted the Infpection of thofe which had not as 
yet been publifhed. He demsuded of the Chancellor, 
at the fame Time, that one of their Members might 
be appointed a Cenfor of that Work; and that 
Member was found to be one of his old Pupils. In 
fine, it was not till after a Copy of each Volume of 
his Hiftory was laid before this learned Body, that 
the World was advertifed of its being finifhed: And 
when he could not prefent it with his own Hand, he 
fent it with the moft fubmiffive Excufes. 


( Zo be continued.) 








